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House of Representatives

The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. FLEISCHMANN).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 2, 2017.

I hereby appoint the Honorable CHARLES J.
FLEISCHMANN to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

—————

U.S. NEEDS A NEW POLICY ON
TIBET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, in
2002, Congress passed the Tibetan Pol-
icy Act to support the aspirations of
the Tibetan people to safeguard their
distinct identity. The law laid out
steps to protect the distinct religious,
cultural, and linguistic identity of
Tibet and to press for improved respect
for the human rights of the Tibetan
people—a dialogue between His Holi-

ness the Dalai Lama and the Chinese
Government, the immediate and un-
conditional release of Tibetan pris-
oners of conscience, establishing a U.S.
consular office in Lhasa, and request-
ing that the 11th Panchen Lama be al-
lowed to pursue his religious studies
without Chinese Government inter-
ference.

Mr. Speaker, these were basic, com-
monsense steps, yet 15 years later
there is little progress. The Chinese-
Tibet dialogue has been suspended
since 2010.

There are hundreds of Tibetan pris-
oners of conscience. Many are monks.
Some like Tenzin Delek Rinpoche have
died in custody.

There is still no U.S. consular office
in Lhasa, a major problem for U.S. offi-
cials trying to respond to emergencies
like the 2015 earthquake that trapped
dozens of our citizens in the Tibetan
Autonomous Region. And the Chinese
Government, officially atheist, has de-
clared that it will decide who will be
reincarnated as the next Dalai Lama.

Mr. Speaker, I want to express my
concern for the well-being of the miss-
ing 11th Panchen Lama, the second
highest leader in the Tibetan religion.
Twenty-two years ago, Gedhun
Choekyi Nyima was detained by Chi-
nese authorities when he was just 6
years old and just 3 days after the
Dalai Lama declared him to be the re-
incarnated Panchen Lama. Today, he is
one of the world’s longest serving polit-
ical prisoners. China has refused to
provide any details of his whereabouts.

Let me be clear. The Chinese Govern-
ment does not have the right or the au-
thority to name the reincarnated reli-
gious leaders of Tibet, not the Panchen
Lama and not the next Dalai Lama.

Mr. Speaker, I constantly receive re-
ports from Tibet of human rights
abuses and affronts to basic human dig-
nity, like the demolition of buildings
and forced eviction of religious people
from the famous Buddhist Institute of

Larung Gar or the restrictions that
keep Tibetans from traveling around
their own country, much less abroad.

We need to rethink U.S. policy to-
ward Tibet. For years, China has faced
no consequences for its failure to re-
spect the fundamental rights of the Ti-
betan people. This must change.

Along with a bipartisan group of
Members of Congress, I have intro-
duced H.R. 1872, the Reciprocal Access
to Tibet Act. This bill imposes con-
sequences for just one aspect of China’s
bad behavior: its restrictions on travel
to areas in China where ethnic Tibet-
ans live.

U.S. diplomats, journalists, and tour-
ists have to get a special permit to
enter the Tibet Autonomous Region,
and travel to other Tibetan areas is
also tightly controlled. But under H.R.
1872, no senior leader responsible for
designing or implementing travel re-
strictions to Tibetan areas would be el-
igible to enter the United States.

The rationale for the bill is simple.
The basis of diplomatic law is mutual
access and reciprocity. But while the
Chinese enjoy broad access to the
United States, the same is not true for
U.S. diplomats, journalists, or tourists
going to Tibet, including Tibetan
Americans trying to visit their place of
origin. This is simply unacceptable. If
China wants its citizens and officials to
travel freely in the U.S., Americans
must be able to travel freely in China,
including Tibet.

Allowing travel to Tibet is only one
step China needs to take. It must also
remove the obstacles to freedom of
movement for Tibetans within China
and abroad. China can’t have it both
ways. Either Tibetans are Chinese citi-
zens or they are not. If they are, they
must enjoy the same rights and privi-
leges as other Chinese citizens.

China also must permit His Holiness
the Dalai Lama to return to Tibet for
a visit if he so desires. He is a man of
peace who will soon turn 82 years old.
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He should be able to visit his home-
land.

China also should demonstrate true
respect for the human rights and reli-
gious freedom of the Tibetan people. A
first step would be to permit an inde-
pendent international investigation
into the July 2015 death, in custody, of
revered lama Tenzin Delek Rinpoche.

On our side, the new Trump adminis-
tration needs to appoint the Special
Coordinator for Tibetan Issues as
quickly as possible. To make progress,
we need someone in charge. They must
insist that China restart the dialogue
to lead a negotiated agreement in
Tibet.

They should develop a list of Chinese
officials subject to sanction under the
Global Magnitsky Human Rights Ac-
countability Act. No one responsible
for torture and extrajudicial killings or
for significant corruption should ben-
efit from coming to our country and
doing business here.

They should publicly engage the
Dalai Lama and the democratically
elected leader of the Tibetan people.
The State Department should take
every opportunity to benefit from the
Dalai Lama’s knowledge and decades of
reflections.

The Secretary of State should high-
light the democratic practices of the
Tibetan people and meet personally
with the Sikyong, Dr. Lobsang Sangay,
and the administration should also en-
gage other governments to create a
group of friends of Tibet. It is time to
pursue a coordinated international ac-
tion in support of the Tibetan people.

Mr. Speaker, time may be running
out for the Tibetan people. All those
who say they believe in the rights of
Tibetans must move beyond words to
concrete actions.

I urge my colleagues to cosponsor
H.R. 1872, the Reciprocal Access to
Tibet Act, and to support additional
measures to protect all that is unique
about Tibet and its people.

SUPPORTING TIBET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to speak about something
that I hold near and dear to my heart:
the plight of the people of Tibet and of
His Holiness the Dalai Lama.

The forced exile of His Holiness is a
source of profound sorrow for the peo-
ple of Tibet. For over 60 years, the
Communist regime in Beijing has re-
fused to allow this kind, compassionate
man to come home, while systemati-
cally persecuting the Tibetan people,
denying them even the most basic
human rights and freedom, and imple-
menting policies designed to wipe out
the culture of Tibet.

In 2007, I authored legislation that
paved the way for Congress to award
the Congressional Medal of Honor to
the Dalai Lama. A decade later, I am
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concerned that issues in Tibet are
being pushed to the sidelines, a mis-
take that could have profound con-
sequences not only for Tibet, but for
the entire Asian Continent.

Known as the ‘“‘Roof of the World,”
the Tibetan plateau is the source of
many of Asia’s major rivers, making
the Chinese regime’s threat to Tibet’s
stability a strategically important se-
curity issue for the entire region.

Last month, I was proud to join Con-
gressman MCGOVERN in sending a let-
ter in support of the appointment of a
Special Coordinator for Tibetan Issues
at the State Department. I am also
proud to cosponsor Mr. MCGOVERN’S
bill, the Reciprocal Access to Tibet
Act, which is designed to help stop Chi-
na’s destabilizing behavior in Tibet by
revoking the visa of any Chinese offi-
cial found to be responsible for re-
stricting the access of U.S. citizens to
Tibet.

Last week, I had the pleasure of
meeting with Richard Gere, an activist
who helps to bring more attention and
awareness to this very important mat-
ter. As His Holiness has said: ‘“‘In the
practice of tolerance, one’s enemy is
the best teacher.”

It is essential, Mr. Speaker, that we
in Congress advocate on behalf of the
people of Tibet and join forces to com-
bat the Chinese regime’s increasing ag-
gression.

ISRAEL’S 69TH INDEPENDENCE DAY

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
today marks the democratic Jewish
State of Israel’s 69th Independence
Day.

For the Jewish people to have not
only survived the Holocaust and the
Nazi effort to eradicate them from the
planet and then to establish a state of
their own in their historical and bib-
lical homeland is nothing short of a
miracle. And in just seven decades, not
only has Israel arisen, it has thrived,
becoming one of the world’s great de-
mocracies and the epicenter of high
tech all over the world.

I am frequently asked: Why Israel?
Why do I so strongly support Israel and
the U.S.-Israel alliance? It is because,
in Israel, I see a nation and a people
who share the same ideals and the
same values that we in America have:
two societies committed to freedom,
committed to democracy, and that un-
derstand the need to protect those
ideals. Simply put, Mr. Speaker, de-
fending Israel’s right to exist is defend-
ing the values that we cherish so great-
ly and our way of life that we hold
dear.

So to Prime Minister Netanyahu and
to the people of Israel, I wish you all
the very best on all that you have ac-
complished and achieved, and may the
Jewish state be blessed with peace and
security for many years to come.

I also want to extend a heartfelt
thank-you to the Falic family—Simon,
Jana, and Tila Falic—for their kind in-
vitation to celebrate this momentous
occasion in south Florida. I know how
deeply the Falics care for the U.S.-
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Israel alliance and just how much they
have done for that partnership as well
as for south Florida’s Jewish commu-
nity, so I am sure that those events
were great. Thank you to the Falic
family.

I wish all who celebrated this morn-
ing at the Hebrew Academy in Miami
Beach, located in my congressional dis-
trict, a very happy new year. I know
that last night’s ceremony to com-
memorate Israel’s Memorial Day
meant so much to the community. How
special is it, Mr. Speaker, that Israel
commemorates their fallen the night
before they celebrate what their fallen
helped to establish and to protect?

I hope that all of my colleagues will
join me in sending our friends in Israel
warm wishes today.

Mazel tov.

CONGRESS’ COMMITMENT TO
GOVERN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday evening I began my remarks
by saying, ‘‘Say it is not so”’; and I rise
again this morning, as we begin our
journey on ensuring that the govern-
ment does not shut down and again re-
butting TrumpCare that is so dev-
astating, to say, ‘“Say it is not so.”

This morning we rose to headlines of
the President of the United States say-
ing that the government needs a shut-
down in September. I am glad Demo-
crats recognize that we do not rep-
resent just Democrats. We represent
the entire Nation, and we owe them a
commitment to govern, and that is
what we will do.

We now will face another attempt to
repeal the Affordable Care Act,
ObamaCare. I am glad that Democrats
have come together around common
sense and the responsibility of serving
not only the healthy, but the sick.

Last evening, in a very emotional
testimony, one of our late-night hosts
who entertains America every night,
gave an emotional statement about his
infant son who was receiving heart sur-
gery. In his tears, his excitement for
the success, but also his pain that peo-
ple who did not have money, as we de-
bate this frivolous healthcare bill, will
be subject to the dangers and the dev-
astation and the potential death of a
child they love.

Say it is not so.

And I remember when we started the
Affordable Care Act, as a member of
the Judiciary Committee—all commit-
tees were involved in this process. I re-
member us holding Democratic hear-
ings to listen to families who were suf-
fering and were the brunt of not having
health insurance:

The father who had a medical stu-
dent son who was interning in Atlanta
who had to drive with great fury to
pick him up to be able to take him
back to Washington, D.C., when he had
an immediate attack of an appendix,
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laying him on his back seat because
the insurance that the young man had
only covered him in the city of Wash-
ington, D.C., where he was going to
medical school.

Or I remember the mother whose son
was a drug abuser—but a lawyer, got
himself back on track but suffered
from hepatitis—whose son died in the
emergency room because he did not
have the medical coverage as he was
getting his life back to help stabilize
him, died in that medical condition and
in that emergency room.

Those are just a few stories of those
who died because they did not have
health insurance pre the Affordable
Care Act.

O 1015

Now, today we come with a bill that
is going to eviscerate the sick people
with preexisting diseases—it is not like
the Affordable Care Act—and literally
throw them under the bus. Because
what they are doing is taking away es-
sential services and saying that there
is no room at the inn for those with
preexisting conditions, such as diabe-
tes, asthma, allergic conditions, heart
disease, cancer, leukemia, or a baby
that is born with a heart defect.

It is tragic that the bill they are put-
ting on the floor is taking away essen-
tial services, like mental health, sub-
stance abuse, hospitalization, mater-
nity; and they are throwing them to
the States. If your State will do it, so
what. I live in a State—as we all do, we
love our State—they are facing fiscal
crisis.

Do you think they are going to take
the sickest?

No, they are not.

Twenty-four million people will still
lose their insurance. Hardworking fam-
ilies will have no health insurance.
Those with preexisting conditions,
under the Trump plan, still remain in
the darkness of corners, not helped,
and ready to die.

What family wants to subject their
loved one to a place where they have
no hope?

Then, of course, there is the horrific
age tax. The premiums for those be-
tween age 50 and 64, hardworking
Americans, just because they have
reached a certain age, their premiums
will shoot through the roof. These are
people who have made and built this
country with their hands and their
minds, our mothers and fathers, and
even ourselves. How tragic it is to be
able to have these kinds of conditions.
Then, of course, it will shorten the life
of the Medicare trust and literally im-
plode that.

This is governing?

I don’t think so. I don’t think so. And
I, for one, am not going to stand for it
because it is important that our people
understand that we govern as Demo-
crats.

As we put this bill on the floor to
keep from closing this government, let
me just say to you quickly that we
have upped the NIH—the National In-
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stitutes of Health—with $2 billion. We
have preserved the yearlong Pell, and
we have funded housing so people don’t
have to be thrown out of housing.

Mr. Speaker, Democrats know how to
govern and save this country. I don’t
know what this person is doing at all.

CONGRATULATING PENN STATE
ON CHILD MALTREATMENT
STUDIES CENTER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, roughly 2 million chil-
dren experience maltreatment each
yvear in the United States. Children
who experience maltreatment face the
possibility of a lifetime struggle with
mental, emotional, behavioral, and
physical health difficulties.

Thankfully, the National Institutes
of Health recognizes the need for crit-
ical research on the topic and solicited
a competitive process to fund an aca-
demic institution to study this for the
first time ever.

Proudly, it chose Penn State Univer-
sity. Penn State was selected based on
scientific merit to establish the Center
for Healthy Children. It will receive a
grant of $7.7 million over 5 years, and
Penn State has committed $3.4 million
in funding, bringing the total to more
than $11 million.

Mr. Speaker, this is the first national
center for child maltreatment studies.
The award announcement came in
April during National Child Abuse Pre-
vention Month. The research generated
will impact 1lives nationwide and
throughout the world.

Penn State president, Eric Barron,
noted that they recruited the best and
the brightest researchers to work on
this issue. The faculty will conduct
cutting-edge research focused on the
detection, treatment, and prevention of
child abuse, and for training the next
generation of scientists and child advo-
cates.

Leading the research project is Jen-
nie Noll, professor of human develop-
ment and family studies at Penn State
College of Health and Human Develop-
ment and director of the Child Mal-
treatment Solutions Network. A team
of distinguished researchers will work
with Noll on the project.

Noll said:

“It is an incredible honor to be se-
lected by the NIH as an organization
that has the capacity to make a tan-
gible impact on the lives of children.
I'm inspired to be working with this in-
credibly talented group of world-re-
nowned researchers as we forge this
vital path ahead.”

Mr. Speaker, more than 1,500 U.S.
children die annually from child abuse.
That number is similar to the mor-
tality rate from all forms of pediatric
cancer combined. Roughly 40 percent of
child maltreatment deaths result from
abusive head trauma. That is heart-
breaking, and it is wrong.
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So I congratulate Penn State Univer-
sity for leading the effort nationally to
fully research this critical issue. To-
gether, we can help all children see a
better future.

——————

THANKING JONI L. IVEY FOR HER
SERVICE TO THE CITIZENS OF
VIRGINIA’S THIRD CONGRES-
SIONAL DISTRICT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) for 5 minutes.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to pay tribute to a remark-
able woman who has dedicated the last
40 years of her life to serving the citi-
zens of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia—my friend, closest adviser, and
chief of staff, Joni Ivey.

Joni was born and raised in Newport
News, Virginia. She grew up in
Newsome Park and was one of seven
children of Willie and Carnetta Ivey.
She graduated from Carver High
School in 1971, the last graduating
class of the segregated high school that
was closed when local schools were ra-
cially integrated. Joni went on to at-
tend Christopher Newport University
and graduated from Norfolk State Uni-
versity.

I first met Joni in 1976, when she was
working on Reverend Henry Maxwell’s
unsuccessful campaign for the Newport
News City Council. I was impressed
with her work ethic, her dedication to
her community, and her political acu-
men. I was so impressed that I asked
her to serve on my first campaign for
the House of Delegates in 1977. That
started a 40-year friendship and work-
ing relationship that took us to the
House of Delegates after that election
to the Virginia Senate in 1983, and ulti-
mately to the United States Congress
in 1993.

Joni has served alongside me every
step of the way and has been a selfless,
behind-the-scenes public servant for
the citizens of Virginia. Serving the
public and helping those most in need
has always driven her. Her passion in
this regard has helped ground me and
our staff to focus on what we can do
every day we are fortunate enough to
be in a position to make better the
lives of those we serve.

Joni’s commitment to this ideal is
not just at work. Joni spends nearly
every waking moment of her free time
outside of the office helping others, ei-
ther through her involvement in her
church, Ivy Baptist Church in Newport
News, or work with the local NAACP
where she once served as branch presi-
dent, by tutoring young people in New-
port News, working with the local food
bank, or through her service in The
Links, Incorporated. Joni has always
given back to her community.

Even with all that she does in her
community, she always has time for
her family. She is a proud aunt to her
nieces and nephews, a dedicated daugh-
ter to her mother, and a caring sister
to her siblings.
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Over the last 40 years, she has also
mentored hundreds of members of our
staff and helped guide them in their ca-
reers. Thanks in part to her leadership
with my office, a vast majority of our
current and former permanent staff
members got their start in our office as
interns or fellows and grew into tal-
ented and instrumental staffers. Joni
showed them how they could make a
real difference working in government.
Her dedication to our staff has helped
make me a more effective legislator,
and I am forever grateful for that.

Mr. Speaker, Joni LaVerne Ivey re-
tires from her service to the United
States House of Representatives and to
my office this week. This will be a
hard-earned and well-deserved retire-
ment, and I know that she will remain
as active in Newport News and around
Hampton Roads as she is now, but per-
haps a little less restrained now that
she no longer has to worry about me or
our office.

I know Joni has never sought public
recognition for her hard work, but on
behalf of our entire current and former
staff and the citizens of the Third Con-
gressional District of Virginia, I thank
her for her dedicated and selfless serv-
ice to our community, our Common-
wealth, and our Nation.

———

STRENGTHENING THE PEACE
CORPS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at
the young age of 23, Nick Castle knew
he had a higher calling. So directly fol-
lowing his graduation, he headed over-
seas to China to teach English, volun-
teering in the Peace Corps.

Sadly, Nick became seriously ill
after becoming an ambassador abroad.
He was the victim of an inefficient,
underequipped, and unresponsive Peace
Corps-led medical team in China.

After he reported that he was ill, he
was prescribed a broad antibiotic. Nick
quickly began to experience drastic
weight loss, but he was reassured he
was okay. As the weeks progressed, he
was confined to his bed, too ill to even
stand up. But his doctor never rec-
ommended that he go to the hospital.

After experiencing dangerously low
blood pressure, Nick was finally sent to
a hospital. As the ambulance made its
way to him, it got lost on the winding
roads in the remote area of China. Be-
fore the ambulance could get Nick to
the hospital, he stopped breathing.
Nick died a few weeks later in early
2013.

A 2014 Peace Corps Inspector General
report found that Nick was the victim
of medical negligence. ‘‘Failures and
delays in treatment’ were exposed, ul-
timately leading to Nick’s death. In-
vestigations revealed that the Peace
Corps medical team misdiagnosed his
illness.

This heartbreaking death of a young
man serving our country and the world
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could have been avoided had the Peace
Corps staff been properly trained,
equipped, and had a responsive team.

Unfortunately, Nick’s case is rep-
resentative of a broader problem:
Peace Corps volunteers struggle to ac-
cess quality medical treatment when
they are abroad in remote areas of the
world. And when they return to Amer-
ica, then they face a red-taped, bureau-
cratic nightmare.

They are covered by the Peace Corps
for 3 months while they wait on the De-
partment of Labor to determine that
their illnesses or injuries are service-
related. But the Department often
takes much longer than 3 months to
make that determination, forcing
those Peace Corps volunteers to pay
out of pocket for costly medical ex-
penses. When attempting to get med-
ical coverage through the Department
of Labor, many are faced with costly
personal expenses.

So, Mr. Speaker, Congressman KEN-
NEDY and I have sponsored H.R. 2259,
the Sam Farr Peace Corps Enhance-
ment Act. Sam Farr was a Peace Corps
volunteer and a Member of Congress.
This act seeks to improve and
strengthen the health, safety, and well-
being of current and returning Peace
Corps volunteers. It requires that
Peace Corps volunteers have access to
a qualified Peace Corps medical officer
and medical facilities while they are at
posts overseas. And when those volun-
teers return home, it extends their
Peace Corps coverage for up to 6
months while they wait on the Depart-
ment of Labor to determine coverage.
It enhances access to health care for
returning Peace Corps volunteers as
well, and it expands and improves pro-
visions of the Kate Puzey Peace Corps
Volunteer Protection Act, enhancing
the ability to assist and protect volun-
teers that have experienced sexual as-
sault, among other issues, while in
lands across the seas.

Mr. Speaker, Peace Corps volunteers
are America’s angels abroad. They are
some of the best that we have. They
are the spirit of humanitarian assist-
ance. They work in remote areas of the
world helping others—areas of the
world that many Americans can’t find
on a map.

So America must make sure to take
care of these amazing people when they
serve in lands far away so that there
are no more deaths like Nick Castle’s.

And that is just the way it is.

———

RECOGNIZING PENN MEDICINE’S
MEDICAL PROFESSIONALS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5
minutes.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize the incredible
actions of a group of individuals in my
community.

On April 3, 2017, an amazing physi-
cian and amazing mother, Amy Reed,
experienced what should have been a
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catastrophic cardiac arrest at Penn
Medicine’s community radiology cen-
ter in Yardley, Pennsylvania. Yet, be-
cause of the amazing efforts of a series
of professionals, Amy survived this
event.

I would like to recognize the fol-
lowing individuals:

The advanced life support paramedics
from the Yardley-Newtown area, Mr.
Mark Horner and Mr. Chris Adams;

St. Mary Medical Center’s cardiac
surgeon, Dr. Veluz, and the entire car-
diac surgery, anesthesia, and perfusion
team at the St. Mary Medical Center in
Langhorne, Pennsylvania;

The PennSTAR trauma critical care
air rescue helicopter crew, Ms. Shiloh
Kramer, Mr. John Goddard, and Mr.
George Huey;

Cardiac critical care nurses, Ms.
Coleen Nicolosi, Ms. Darian Parkinson,
and Ms. Laura Glorioso-Moyer, who
took intensive care of Dr. Reed in her
initial resuscitation.

Thereafter, a corps of highly special-
ized surgical critical care nurses
played an intensive role in her ongoing
recovery. Mr. David Alfano, Ms. Carrie
Brewster, Ms. Rachael Coyle, Ms. Cath-
erine DeLaurentis, Mr. Michael Duca,
Ms. Christina Felix, Ms. Cortney John-
son, Ms. Anita McAlee, Ms. Erin
McCormick, Mr. Sebastian
Romagnano, Ms. Lina Sivadasan, Ms.
Christine Steffon, Ms. Joann Vernon,
Ms. Gina Vizzarri, Ms. Meghan Welsh,
and Ms. Danielle Wright all are to be
commended for their professionalism
and extreme skill in recovering Dr.
Reed and giving her a second chance at
life.

After 5 days in a coma, Amy has
emerged and is neurologically intact.
The actions of these professionals led
to Amy’s life being saved. Their con-
duct can only be characterized as he-
roic.

Amy is loved by family and many
friends in Bucks County, and by many
thousands more across the TUnited
States for her role as a champion and a
spokeswoman for women’s health and
patient safety. And because of the ef-
forts of the medical professionals who
saved her life, I have the opportunity
to continue working with Amy to ad-
vance her crucial mission.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 31
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

—
0 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.
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PRAYER

Reverend Ric Metzgar, Sr., The
Church of God, Essex, Maryland, of-
fered the following prayer:

My heavenly Father, You are the
composer of my life. Thank you for or-
chestrating my direction today.

I recognize You as the source of life
and love. Hear the prayers of this
House, both for the good of the Nation
and the good of humanity and around
the world. Help this House to discern
Your will in our day.

Strengthen all of us and help us to
show forth the fruits of Your spirit of
love, joy, peace, and generosity as we
go about our work. Grant us a spirit of
compassion and cooperation.

We ask Your blessings for all those
who have chosen to take up this dif-
ficult task of governing, not only those
who are elected but also those who
serve as staffers, interns, and volun-
teers here and around our great Nation.

We look to Your Scriptures that tell
us ‘‘Balance and scales belong to the
Lord; all weights of justice belong to
You.” And as Jeremiah 29:7 exhorts us
to:

Seek the peace of the city and our Nation.
Pray to the Lord for it; for in its peace, you
will have peace.

May the peace that passes all under-
standing guide our hearts and our
minds in the days to come.

This we pray in Your matchless
name, thanking You for being the ar-
chitect of our lives.

Amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I
demand a vote on agreeing to the
Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a quorum is not present
and make the point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. KENNEDY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
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lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

WELCOMING REVEREND RIC
METZGAR, SR.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER) is recognized for 1
minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, I am proud to introduce and wel-
come to Washington, Maryland State
Delegate Ric Metzgar, a friend for a
long time, Second District resident,
who has been representing eastern Bal-
timore County in the Maryland Gen-
eral Assembly since 2015. He has been
serving his community far longer.

Delegate Metzgar has lived in Essex
for most of his life, graduating from
Kenwood High School before attending
Northwest Bible College. His father
worked for the Glenn L. Martin air-
plane community, and his mother
owned a drycleaning business.

Delegate Metzgar managed a local
car dealership and a diner, and, as an
ordained minister, he has served as a
ministry leader and Sunday school di-
rector for several local churches. He
founded Gateway Pastors and Churches
Association.

In Annapolis, Delegate Metzgar
serves on the Health and Government
Operations Committee as well as the
Maryland Veterans Caucus. His volun-
teer efforts within his community are
unending.

Delegate Metzgar has long served as
chair of the Essex Christmas parade
and co-chair of the massive Essex Day
Festival. He is a member of the board
of directors for the Heritage Society of
Essex and Middle River.

Delegate Metzgar is married with
two children and two grandchildren. I
am honored to call Delegate Metzgar a
friend and constituent of the Second
Congressional District of Maryland,
and I offer sincere thanks on behalf of
this entire body for his delivery of to-
day’s opening player.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROGERS of Kentucky). The Chair will
entertain up to 15 further requests for
1-minute speeches on each side of the
aisle.

——
NATIONAL SMALL BUSINESS
WEEK
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, this week marks National
Small Business Week, a time to recog-
nize the remarkable contributions
small businesses make creating jobs.

In South Carolina, small businesses
represent 99 percent of our State’s
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businesses, employing 47 percent of our
citizens. I am grateful for the input
from the National Federation of Inde-
pendent Business, NFIB, led by Ben
Homeyer; the State Chamber of Com-
merce led by Ted Pitts; and local
chambers from Barnwell to Blythewood
and from North Augusta to northeast
Columbia, promoting every corner of
the district.

When I meet with members of the
small-business community of South
Carolina, I learn how government regu-
lations and government overreach
threaten their businesses and reduce
job opportunities.

I support President Trump’s commit-
ment to creating jobs and how, in only
100 days, his administration has proven
to be a champion of small business by
cutting harmful regulations and out-
lining tax reform.

I appreciate the leadership of the
small-business administrator, Linda
McMahon, and her advocacy for the 29
small businesses nationwide.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF
HEALTH FUNDING

(Mr. HIGGINS of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, President Trump wanted to
cut $1.2 billion from the National Insti-
tutes of Health and the National Can-
cer Institute. Instead, Congress will
exert its independence by rejecting the
President’s cut and will instead in-
crease National Institutes of Health’s
funding by $2 billion.

My community of Buffalo, New York,
is home to America’s first cancer cen-
ter, Roswell Park Cancer Institute.
Roswell Park is a national leader in
NIH-funded research for
immunotherapy.

Immunotherapy uses drugs and vac-
cines to unleash the cancer-killing po-
tential of the body’s own immune sys-
tem. Immunotherapy has the potential
for longer remission and is an alter-
native to debilitating chemotherapy.

Because of this congressional action,
Roswell Park Cancer Institute’s clin-
ical trials and immunotherapy will
continue, and the potential for tens of
millions more in NIH research funding
over the next 5 years is a reality.

This is good for the good that it will
do in advancing this promising re-
search and is good for Buffalo and the
continued growth of the Buffalo Niag-
ara Medical Campus.

———

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
WHISTLEBLOWER

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, ac-
cording to Kuauhtemoc Rodriguez,
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called K-Rod, a VA employee at the
medical center in Phoenix, Arizona—
yes, that famous VA hospital—he has
been threatened and harassed by the
VA for speaking up about excessive
wait times for vets to see doctors.

In October of 2016, the VA’s inspector
general released a report of misconduct
on the Phoenix hospital based on infor-
mation provided by Mr. Rodriguez. Mr.
Rodriguez alleged that more than 90
veterans had been waiting over 400
days to see a doctor, 5 of whom died be-
fore they could see the doctor. These
accusations are very disturbing.

But Mr. Rodriguez’ discovery did not
earn him a medal or a plaque, just
threats and harassment by the VA.
They even moved his desk to a closet.

There are many folks at the VA who
genuinely care about our veterans in
this country, like K-Rod, but there
seems to be a culture problem at the
VA that must be addressed from the
top down.

Fix the problem rather than attack
whistleblowers. No veteran should ever
wait to see a doctor for over a year.
That is shameful.

And that is just the way it is.

FULLY CODIFYING CIVIL RIGHTS
PROTECTIONS FOR THE LGBTQ
COMMUNITY

(Mr. KENNEDY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I stand
proudly today with my colleagues to
reintroduce the Equality Act, a bill
that would finally fully codify civil
rights protections for the LGBTQ com-

munity.
It is unthinkable to me that this bill
finds opposition in this Chamber,

where we stand less than a mile from a
sacred American promise that is etched
in stone above the doors of the Su-
preme Court: ‘“Equal justice under
law.” There is no asterisk. There is no
condition or compromise. No caveat. It
is a promise that is afforded to each of
us; that no one—man, woman, political
candidate, or President—can look us in
the eye and say that you do not count
or you are unworthy.

Some of the most shameful moments
of our Nation’s history have come
when we have broken that promise,
when we say that everyone matters ex-
cept you. Every life counts except
yours.

It is time for this body to take a
stand and say everyone counts in this
country today, on our watch today.

———

ACKNOWLEDGING THE IMPORTANT
ROLE SMALL BUSINESSES PLAY
IN OUR COMMUNITIES

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today during Small
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Business Week to acknowledge the im-
portant role small businesses play in
our communities nationwide. I am
proud to be the product of a small-busi-
ness family.

Small businesses are responsible for
creating 63 percent of new jobs, and
they employ more than 47 percent of
the employees in the private sector.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
is also marking the week with events
hosted by the Small Business Develop-
ment Center. From workshops to
webinars, there 1is information for
those looking to start a small business
and those looking to grow their busi-
nesses. Even long-time small-business
owners can get advice on how to con-
tinue to thrive or find a renewed sense
of direction.

Pennsylvania Small Business Week
recognizes the significant contribu-
tions of our small businesses and high-
lights the resources available to sup-
port their growth in the Keystone
State.

The Nation has celebrated Small
Business Week each year since 1963. I
would like to congratulate all the
small-business owners for the role they
play in employing our neighbors, serv-
ing our communities, and creating two
out of every three new jobs in the
United States.

———

HONORING THE BROTHERS OF
KAPPA ALPHA PSI

(Mr. LAWSON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. LAWSON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the brothers of
Kappa Alpha Psi Fraternity, Incor-
porated, during their annual James
“Biff’ Carter Kappas on Capitol Hill
Legislative Policy Conference.

Each year, donning their crimson
blazers, they come to Capitol Hill to
raise awareness around many of the
key issues facing the African-American
and other communities in this country.

Kappa Alpha Psi Fraternity rep-
resents over 150,000 members from all
50 states, several U.S. territories, and
six countries around the globe. These
distinguished men of achievement are
leaders in their respected communities,
in the boardrooms, classrooms and aca-
demia, public service, and every field of
human endeavor.

Today, it is with great humility and
commitment to improving our commu-
nities that my brothers in the bond
come to Washington for the Kappas on
Capitol Hill Legislative Policy Con-
ference.

As 1 see the brothers in their red
blazers walk these hallowed halls,
bringing their professional expertise,
wisdom gained through experience, and
passion for their communities to Wash-
ington, my heart beams with pride.

Mr. Speaker, now, more than ever,
we need leaders in our communities to
raise their voices to raise awareness
about the issues that are confronting
our communities back home. Today, I
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am proud of my brothers in Kappa
Alpha Psi Fraternity, Incorporated, for
coming to Congress today to ensure
that we never forget how decisions on
issues like health care, higher edu-
cation, job creation, and veteran bene-
fits are affecting our communities at
home.

————

RECOGNIZING 93Q MORNING DJ
KEVIN KLINE

(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I have had
many heroes since I moved to Houston:
Neil Armstrong, Earl Campbell, Nolan
Ryan. My newest hero is a good friend,
93Q morning disc jockey Kevin Kline.

Kevin and his wife, Trish, have
watched a teenage friend, Chelsey, die
from cancer. They turned that pain
into extreme good. They started the
Snowdrop Foundation to stop Kkids
dying from cancer like Chelsey. They
have used long runs to raise over $1
million for Snowdrop.

Movie hero Forrest Gump ran for 3
years, 2 months, and 15 days. Recently
in Italy, our real-life hero Kevin ran
for 178.5 miles in 47 hours and 28 min-
utes.

Naval aviators are given call signs.
Tom Cruise was Maverick. I was Pistol.
By the powers vested in me by the
93Q’s Tim Tuttle and Erica Rico, Kevin
Kline’s on-air call sign is now and for-
ever Gump Man.

I hope Gump Man is smiling. I know
Chelsey and her friends are smiling in
heaven.

——
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NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF
HEALTH FUNDING

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, recently I met with leaders of the
San Diego medical research commu-
nity who had a unified message: We
need to end the cuts in research that
have slowed medical innovation for the
last decade.

This year I was proud to lead the bi-
partisan effort, along with over 200 of
my colleagues, to push for an addi-
tional $2 billion in funding for the Na-
tional Institutes of Health.

This is a very personal issue. Almost
all of us know someone who is strug-
gling with a disease where NIH funding
is used to find a cure. That person
could be a mother, father, family
friend, or even more heart-wrenching, a
child.

I am thrilled that the spending bill
before us this week avoids the cuts pro-
posed by President Trump and actually
increases NIH funding by $2 billion. We
have seen what can happen when lead-
ership takes a bipartisan approach: top
priorities like medical research actu-
ally get funded.
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This isn’t the bill that I would have
written, but it is a compromise that I
am very happy to vote for. Let’s hope
that Speaker RYAN has learned from
this experience and will work with us
on health care, on transportation, and
other priorities moving forward.

———

TRIBUTE TO MAJOR JOHN
JACOBSON

(Mr. BYRNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to remember the life of a true
American hero, a dedicated veteran,
and a successful businessman.

Major John Jacobson enlisted in the
U.S. Army in 1940 and fought in World
War II, where he served as quarter-
master to General George Patton.

After his military career, he moved
to Kansas and built a Fortune 500 com-
pany and became a leader in the meat-
packing industry.

After retiring and moving to coastal
Alabama in 1999, Major Jacobson be-
came a local celebrity. Mr. Jack, as he
was affectionately known, spent much
of his time working with local veterans
organizations where he would speak
with school groups about World War II
and the sacrifice our veterans make.

Sadly, he recently passed away at the
age of 106, making him one of the coun-
try’s oldest World War II veterans.

Mr. Speaker, all you need to know
about Major Jacobson is that he lived
his life by a simple motto: Another day
to live is another day to serve.

To his family, thank you for sharing
Mr. Jack with all of us. He made our
community, the United States, and the
world a better place.

————

ANNIVERSARY OF THE FOUNDING
OF THE MODERN STATE OF
ISRAEL

(Mr. DEUTCH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the 69th anniversary
of the founding of the modern State of
Israel. Like our own country, our
friend and ally has a deep commitment
to meeting human needs around the
world.

Throughout its history, Israel has
been a leader in humanitarian assist-
ance. Israel established the very first
field hospital in Haiti after the dev-
astating earthquake in 2010 and rebuilt
villages ravaged by cyclones in Fiji.
Israel sent over 100 tons of supplies to
aid Indonesia and Sri Lanka after the
2004 tsunami, and dispatched doctors to
Greece to care for refugees fleeing the
horrors of war in Syria.

When Israeli soldiers reported wound-
ed Syrians arriving at their border,
medics from the Israeli military were
dispatched and over 3,000 Syrians were
treated by Israeli doctors.

Today, as we celebrate Israel’s proud
history and the bond between our na-
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tions, we are reminded of the impor-
tance of looking beyond our own bor-
ders and our proud shared history of
welcoming those fleeing persecution
from all around the globe. We renew
our shared commitment to helping
those in need in every corner of the
world.

———

COMMUNITY BANKS: THE HUB OF
ECONOMIC ACTIVITY

(Mr. ARRINGTON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, com-
munity banks are an integral part of
Main Street America, making up over
50 percent of banks and rural commu-
nities like the ones I represent. They
are indeed the hub of economic activ-
ity for west Texas. They employ nearly
20,000 folks in my district and provide
vital services to families, small busi-
nesses, and ag producers.

Why in the world do we want to ham-
string them with onerous and unneces-
sary regulations that make it harder
for them to serve their communities?

That is exactly what I believe we
have done with Dodd-Frank.

Each day that goes by, another com-
munity bank goes out of business. As
many of my colleagues have pointed
out, Dodd-Frank didn’t end too big to
fail, but it did create too small to suc-
ceed.

Dodd-Frank didn’t protect con-
sumers. It created new layers of bu-
reaucracy, paperwork, confusion, and
limited services for consumers.

Mr. Speaker, it is time that Congress
act on this opportunity to pass the
CHOICE Act before it is too late for our
community banks and for our rural
communities to choose between rela-
tionship banking and transactional
banking.

————
COMBATING OPIOID CRISIS

(Ms. TSONGAS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, Police
Chief William Taylor of my hometown
of Lowell, Massachusetts, said:

“KEach day two to three people over-
dose from opioids in Lowell. . . . The
introduction of illicit fentanyl has
been the game changer. . . .

In 2015, Massachusetts ranked second
nationally per capita in deaths from
synthetic opioids like fentanyl, which
can be up to 50 times stronger than
heroin. But Massachusetts is far from
alone. Between 2014 and 2015, nation-
wide deaths involving synthetic opioids
tragically rose 72 percent.

That is why I partnered with Rep-
resentative BRIAN FITZPATRICK to in-
troduce the INTERDICT Act, which
would provide U.S. Customs and Border
Protection with enhanced chemical
screening devices and scientific sup-
port to detect and intercept synthetic
opioids like fentanyl.

I thank Representative FITZPATRICK
and our Senate counterparts for their
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partnership, and I urge all our col-
leagues to support the INTERDICT
Act.

To effectively combat the nationwide
opioid crisis requires a comprehensive,
cooperative, fully funded effort. The
INTERDICT Act would be a powerful
tool in eliminating synthetic opioids
from the equation.

———

KAPPA DAY ON THE HILL

(Mr. CLAY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, more than
ever before, we need leaders from
across the Nation to raise our voices,
elevate our awareness, and come to
Washington, as stated in the First
Amendment, to petition the govern-
ment for a redress of our grievances.

Now, more than ever, we need the
people most affected by the decisions
that are being made in this hallowed
place, the people’s House, and at 1600
Pennsylvania Avenue to make sure
that this representative government is
indeed being held accountable for both
its actions and inactions.

On this special day, I am proud of my
brothers in Kappa Alpha Psi Frater-
nity, and I am honored to welcome
them back to Washington for their an-
nual visit.

I stand with my brothers to ensure
that we never forget how our decisions
on issues like health care, education,
housing, jobs, voting rights, and even
the use of military force are more than
just political or policy judgments.
They have life-and-death consequences
for real people in the communities that
we represent and across this great
country as well.

I thank my Kappa brothers for their
steadfast friendship, support, and devo-
tion to advancing freedom and equality
for every American.

——
KAPPAS ON THE HILL

(Mr. CONYERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize my brothers of
Kappa Alpha Psi Fraternity, Incor-
porated, during the annual James
“Biff”’ Carter Kappas on the Capitol
Hill Legislative Policy Conference. I
knew Biff Carter personally.

Each year, Kappas from all over the
country flock to Capitol Hill to raise
awareness around the key issues that
are affecting our communities. These
men are leaders in religious, business,
legal, academia, and community serv-
ice institutions, as well as others.

Mr. Speaker, I have committed my
life to public service for over 52 years.
I have been honored to serve my con-
stituents in this esteemed body. But
one of my proudest moments in public
service is when I committed myself to
a life of honorable achievement in
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every field of human endeavor—the day
I joined Kappa Alpha Psi Fraternity,
Incorporated.

Today I am proud as I see brothers in
their red blazers walk these hallowed
Halls, bringing their professional ex-
pertise and wisdom gained through ex-
perience and passion for their commu-
nities to Washington, D.C., the Nation,
and the world.

REMEMBERING FORMER BOULDER
CITY MAYOR ROBERT STANLEY
FERRARO

(Ms. ROSEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to remember and commemorate
the life of Robert Stanley Ferraro, a
pillar in our community and one of the
longest serving public officials in Ne-
vada history who passed away last
week at the age of 81.

Robert Ferraro served on the Boulder
City Council for 31 years and was Boul-
der City’s first elected mayor, and suc-
cessfully stood for election nine times.
He knocked on every voter’s door and
provided leadership to one of the most
unique communities in our State.

Bob led the effort to maintain Boul-
der City’s character as a special com-
munity and to be the clean, green
Boulder City that many of my con-
stituents call home and thousands visit
each year.

He was named Nevada Public Official
of the Year in 1986, Community Leader
of the Year in 2001, and led a life that
was a true American success story
coming from humble beginnings to
being one of the great civic leaders of
our State.

Bob will be greatly missed, and my
thoughts and prayers are with his fam-
ily and friends today.

———————

HONORING THE LIFE OF REV-
EREND DR. NORMAN LEE ROBIN-
SON

(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life of Reverend Dr.
N.L. Robinson, the longtime pastor of
Mount Olive Baptist Church who
passed away last Friday.

Reverend Robinson proudly served
our Nation in the Army during World
War II and was honorably discharged
on November 25, 1945. It was during his
time of service that he found spiritual
enlightenment in Jesus Christ and his
passion to serve the community.

After leaving the Army, Reverend
Robinson worked for the Dallas Hous-
ing Authority from 1946 until he re-
tired in 1976.

A graduate of the Southern Bible In-
stitute of Dallas, Dr. Robinson began
his ministry at St. John Missionary
Baptist Church in Grand Prairie in
1962, and he was also the pastor very
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briefly at the Lucille Baptist Church in
Palmer, Texas, before jointing Mount
Olive in 1966.

Under his guidance, Mount Olive
grew to become a 12,000-member
church. I will tell you, Mr. Speaker,
that everybody, from the workers that
built the cars at the General Motors
plant in Arlington to one of the past
mayors of Arlington, has been a mem-
ber at that church throughout time.

I ask my colleagues to join me in
honoring the life of Reverend N.L. Rob-
inson, whose spiritual leadership
touched so many lives in the Dallas-
Fort Worth-Arlington community.
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SMALL BUSINESSES ARE THE
ECONOMIC ENGINES OF OUR
ECONOMY

(Ms. ADAMS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, small
businesses are the economic engines of
our economy.

There are over 800,000 small busi-
nesses in North Carolina, generating
$800 million annually, accounting for
half of all private sector employment
in our State, and regularly creating
more than 20,000 jobs a year.

We have seen a 38 percent increase in
minority-owned businesses in the last
decade, and across the U.S., 856 million
people rely on 25 million small busi-
nesses for employment.

As vice ranking member of the Small
Business Committee and ranking mem-
ber on the Investigations, Oversight
and Regulations Subcommittee, I rec-
ognize the impact that small busi-
nesses have on our communities. Law-
makers must continue to encourage in-
novation and support legislation that
allows local companies to grow.

I am proud to introduce the Score
Act of 2017 during the 54th annual Na-
tional Small Business Week, legisla-
tion that authorizes the SCORE pro-
gram, connecting experienced
businessowners with budding entre-
preneurs for advice and mentorship,
and it ensures its funding for at least 3
years.

Small businesses make the American
Dream possible, and I am committed to
standing up and speaking out on their
behalf.

————

KAPPAS DAY ON THE HILL

(Mr. MCEACHIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MCEACHIN. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
rise today to recognize my brothers of
Kappa Alpha Psi Fraternity, Incor-
porated, during the annual James
“Biff”’ Carter Kappas on Capitol Hill
Legislative Policy Conference.

Each year, my brothers come to Cap-
itol Hill with their crimson blazers to
raise awareness around the key issues
that affect our communities.
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I had the privilege of joining this
noble clan of Kappa Alpha Psi Frater-
nity, Incorporated, right here in Wash-
ington, D.C., at American University,
where we chartered the Kappa Chi
chapter of the Kappa Alpha Psi Frater-
nity. It was in the fall of 1980 that I
was allowed to cross the burning sands
and commit myself to a life of honor-
able achievement in every field of
human endeavor.

Mr. Speaker, today I am proud be-
cause now, more than ever, we need the
leaders in our communities to raise
their voices, raise awareness, and come
to Washington, D.C., as advocates on
behalf of their communities, as it says
in the First Amendment, ‘‘to petition
the government for a redress of their
grievances.”

I am proud of the brothers of Kappa
Alpha Psi Fraternity, Incorporated, for
coming to Congress today, as they do
each spring.

———

DISCRIMINATION IS WRONG

(Mr. POLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, today I am
proud to help bring forth the Equality
Act, with 194 original cosponsors on
both sides of the aisle. The principle
behind the Equality Act is simple: dis-
crimination is wrong, no matter what
form it takes, no matter who it tar-
gets.

This is a principle that Americans
overwhelmingly choose to embrace and
live by. We see it in the way we treat
our LGBT employees, friends, neigh-
bors, and family. It is apparent in the
outpouring of joy and celebration we
witnessed at the Supreme Court’s his-
toric marriage equality ruling 2 years
ago.

But sadly, our laws have not yet
caught up with our values. It is still
legal in a majority of States to fire
somebody just because they are gay.
That is not just a theoretical concern.
It means real harm and real hardship
for countless Americans.

For LGBT Americans who are fired
or turned away from a doctor’s office
or told they are not wanted in their
neighborhood, many of them have no-
where to go for legal recourse. We are
better than that as a nation. It is time
we showed that.

We are a nation that prides ourselves
on our commitment to equality under
the law. So I call upon this Congress to
pass the Equality Act and put an end
to legal discrimination against lesbian,
gay, bisexual, and transgender Ameri-
cans once and for all.

————

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND
THE WORKFORCE
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following resigna-

tion as a member of the Committee on

Education and the Workforce:
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 2, 2017.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: Respectfully, I write
to tender my resignation as a member of the
House Committee on Education and the
Workforce. It has been an honor to serve in
this capacity.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
STEVEN D. RUSSELL,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

———

ELECTING A MEMBER TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the House Republican Con-
ference, I offer a privileged resolution
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 303

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
ber be, and is hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of

Representatives:
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK-

FORCE: Mr. Estes of Kansas.

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Mr. Estes
of Kansas.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1180, WORKING FAMILIES
FLEXIBILITY ACT OF 2017, PRO-
VIDING FOR PROCEEDINGS DUR-
ING THE PERIOD FROM MAY 5,
2017, THROUGH MAY 15, 2017; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 299 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 299

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 1180) to amend the Fair
Labor Standards Act of 1938 to provide com-
pensatory time for employees in the private
sector. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. In lieu of the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Education
and the Workforce now printed in the bill, an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
congisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 115-15 shall be considered as adopted.
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as
read. All points of order against provisions
in the bill, as amended, are waived. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill, as amended, and on any further
amendment thereto, to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Education and the Workforce;
and (2) one motion to recommit with or
without instructions.

SEC. 2. On any legislative day during the
period from May 5, 2017, through May 15,
2017—
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(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the
previous day shall be considered as approved;

and

(b) the Chair may at any time declare the
House adjourned to meet at a date and time,
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti-
cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by
the Chair in declaring the adjournment.

SEcC. 3. The Speaker may appoint Members
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du-
ration of the period addressed by section 2 of
this resolution as though under clause 8(a) of
rule 1.

SEC. 4. It shall be in order at any time on
the legislative day of May 4, 2017, or May 5,
2017, for the Speaker to entertain motions
that the House suspend the rules as though
under clause 1 of rule XV. The Speaker or his
designee shall consult with the Minority
Leader or her designee on the designation of
any matter for consideration pursuant to
this section.

SEC. 5. The requirement of clause 6(a) of
rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to consider a
report from the Committee on Rules on the
same day it is presented to the House is
waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported through the legislative day of May 5,
2017.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama is recognized for
1 hour.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. PoLIS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, House Res-
olution 299 provides for the consider-
ation of H.R. 1180, the Working Fami-
lies Flexibility Act. This resolution
provides for a closed rule since no
amendments were submitted to the
Rules Committee.

Mr. Speaker, the workforce of the
21st century is a lot different from the
workforce of the thirties and forties
when many of our Nation’s labor laws
were first written. As such, many of
these laws are outdated and out of
touch with the realities facing today’s
workers.

For example, in nearly half of two-
parent households, both Mom and Dad
work full time. That is up from rough-
ly 30 percent in 1970. Meanwhile,
millennials now represent the majority
of the workforce.

Given the changes in the workforce,
there are new challenges related to the
work-family balance. From children’s
field trips, to taking care of an elderly
family member, to a single parent jug-
gling different tasks while their spouse
is on a military deployment, the de-
mands are greater than ever. That is
where the Working Families Flexi-
bility Act comes in.

This commonsense bill would im-
prove the quality of life for many hard-
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working men and women by removing
outdated Federal restrictions imposed
solely on the private sector.

Already, workers in the public sector
at the Federal, State, and local level
have the ability to take comp time in
lieu of overtime pay if they prefer. This
bill would give that same option to
workers in the private sector.

Here is how it would work. An em-
ployee and their employer would come
together and mutually agree to enter
an arrangement where the employee
would receive time and a half in time
off or comp time instead of time-and-a-
half overtime pay. In other words, em-
ployees would have the choice between
paid time off and cash wages for work-
ing overtime.

As I mentioned, this provision is al-
ready available for workers in the pub-
lic sector. That is because, in 1985, Con-
gress amended the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act to give public sector employ-
ees greater flexibility. In fact, in a re-
port filed by the House Education and
the Workforce Committee more than 30
years ago, our Democratic colleagues
wrote that this change in law recog-
nized the ‘“‘mutual benefits’’ of comp
time for State and local governments
and outlined the ‘‘freedom and flexi-
bility”’ comp time would offer public
sector workers.

Shouldn’t workers in the private sec-
tor be entitled to the same freedom and
flexibility given to government work-
ers?

Now, I know some of my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle will say
this bill is somehow bad for workers.
That could not be further from the
truth. Let me clear up some of the
false information put out by union
bosses and special interest groups.

First, this proposal is completely vol-
untary. Both an employee and an em-
ployer would have to agree to a comp
time agreement, and their agreement
would have to be put in writing.

Second, no employer can coerce or
intimidate their employees into taking
comp time. An employee who feels they
have been mistreated can file a charge
with the Department of Labor, at no
cost, or they can bring their own legal
action. Employers who take advantage
of their employees would face the same
penalties as they would for other wage
violations.

Now, as a labor and employment at-
torney, I have been a part of these kind
of legal matters in the past, and I can
honestly say that no sensible employer
would take advantage of an employee
and risk double damages, exorbitant
attorney fees, and a legal battle with
the Federal Government.

Third, employees have control over
when to use their comp time, as long as
reasonable notice is given and the re-
quest doesn’t unduly disrupt the work-
place. This is the same standard used
in the public sector, and it is the same
standard used under the Family and
Medical Leave Act. I imagine it is also



H3014

the same standard used in each of our
congressional offices.

Fourth, this bill includes a b5-year
sunset that would require Congress to
come back and reaffirm this law after
reviewing the impact of comp time.
This would give us the ability to
change the law based on the real-world
impact.

Fifth, the bill would set the max-
imum comp time accrual amount at 160
hours, which is less than what is al-
lowed in the public sector. This provi-
sion was actually included after Demo-
crats expressed concerns that workers
would accrue too much comp time.

Sixth, an employee has the right to
cash out their comp time at any time
and for any reason. This is a decision
that the employee alone can make. Ad-
ditionally, at the end of the year, em-
ployees would receive a cash payment
for any unused hours.

Finally, this is not a far-fetched or
radical idea. In fact, President Bill
Clinton had his own comp time pro-
posal during his Presidency.

So this bill is great for workers and
actually gives them greater choice and
flexibility in the workplace. In fact,
our committee, the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, heard a real-
life example of how comp time would
make life easier for families during a
recent hearing on the bill. We heard
about a clerical worker for a mental
health company who recently found
out she was pregnant and was putting
in a lot of overtime during a transition
to a new computer system. This mom-
to-be simply wanted to waive the over-
time pay and, instead, be credited the
time for maternity leave.

As her human resources professional
testified: ‘I had to explain to her that
we were unable to do so because it was
against the law. It was difficult con-
veying this message to this single
mom-to-be who felt she should be al-
lowed the option to choose for herself
whether to take the overtime pay or
paid leave when her child was born.”

O 1245

That is why this bill is necessary, for
people like this working mom. That is
how this bill will make a real dif-
ference.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know comp time
won’t work for every worker or family,
so if an employee wants to continue re-
ceiving time-and-a-half overtime pay,
then they can continue to do so and
this bill will have no impact on them.
But this bill would create a new option
for employees to better meet the needs
of the 21st century workforce. Workers
today want and need the type of free-
dom and flexibility that this bill pro-
vides. This bill would allow a working
mom or dad to put in a little extra
time at work in order to have that
time off to attend a child’s baseball
game, dance recital, or field trip. This
is all about freedom, flexibility, fair-
ness, and choice.

Certainly, more work and changes
will be needed as we adapt to the work-
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force of the 21st century, and I look
forward to learning more about pro-
posals from my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle. But the simple fact
that there are other proposals out
there should not stop us from passing
this commonsense bill to give working
families the flexibility they need and
deserve.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support House Resolution 299 and the
underlying bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
the customary 30 minutes.

Over the last several months, I have
heard from thousands of my constitu-
ents over the phone, by email, and
record numbers at townhalls. Frankly,
the overwhelming message is frustra-
tion with the Trump administration
and Republicans in Congress—no calls
to pass this bill, which every group
that advocates for workers’ rights and
unions opposes. The people in my dis-
trict say that, to the contrary, Repub-
licans continue to put the priorities of
the few over the priorities of hard-
working Americans.

People are frustrated that, instead of
working with Democrats, Republicans
are focused on gutting healthcare cov-
erage, increasing premiums, and strip-
ping away workers’ rights. People in
my district, across my State, and
across the country are worried. The
members of our immigrant commu-
nity—our neighbors, family, and
friends—will continue to be demonized
by the President of the United States.
So while I don’t expect this kind of
rhetoric or policies to change over-
night, I feel it is important to share
these concerns with this body.

Now, earlier this week, frankly, I was
encouraged. There were some signs of
positivity. Congressional Democrats
and Republicans announced a bipar-
tisan funding bill through the end of
the year that shows a bright spot of
what we can do together when we try.
I hope we can all agree that a govern-
ment shutdown would be catastrophic.
In my district alone, I am reminded of
the devastating impact of congres-
sional inaction when I hosted a town-
hall in Estes Park just last week. The
government shutdown in 2013, right
during tourist season, cost our small
and vibrant town nearly half a million
dollars in tax revenue and millions of
dollars in sales, threatening the exist-
ence of many Main Street businesses
that rely on that tourism revenue and
keeping Rocky Mountain National
Park open. Estes Park sits at the en-
trance of Rocky Mountain National
Park, and Rocky Mountain National
Park was closed for most of the 16-day
shutdown a few years ago.

But somehow, despite those obvious
economic indicators in jobs, Donald
Trump tweeted just this morning that
our country ‘‘needs a good shutdown.”

What does that even mean?

We need a good shutdown like we
need a root canal. It would put people

May 2, 2017

in my district out of work and cost the
private sector millions of jobs.

But I am hopeful now that we will
avoid a shutdown; that, thankfully, the
spending bill, through 2017, prohibits
funding on a new border wall. It mini-
mizes cuts to the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, allowing them to con-
tinue their work to keep our air and
our water clean; and Planned Parent-
hood will continue to receive Federal
funding.

Now, that being said, of course, that
budget isn’t perfect, and we will have
the chance to debate it on the floor.
The Republicans insist on massive gov-
ernment deficit spending for increased
military spending that digs our moun-
tain of debt for the next generation
even bigger. The tax-and-spend Repub-
licans continue to spend hand over fist
and increase the deficit at the cost of
the next generation of Americans.

Now, the bill before us, the Working
Families Flexibility Act, is another ex-
ample of Republicans putting ideology
and special interests over the needs of
workers and American families. The
trend isn’t new. It comes out of the
typical playbook we have seen for dec-
ades.

In fact, this very bill has been intro-
duced multiple times over the past 22
years, never with any success. Nearly
identical bills were introduced in 1995,
1997, 1999, 2001, 2003, 2008, 2009, 2013, 2015,
and now 2017. That is 10 times over 22
years. Each time, the bill never be-
comes law, and it won’t become law
now either. But that is how the Repub-
licans want to spend their time in this
body when we actually have important
things to discuss that could become
law, like fixing our broken immigra-
tion system.

This bill somehow claims to provide
employees with more flexibility, but
the only flexibility are for the bosses.
Instead of receiving overtime, workers
would receive comp time; so their pay-
checks won’t get anything out of extra
time worked. It is important to note
that this legislation applies to the pri-
vate sector and only to employees sub-
ject to overtime provisions in the Fair
Labor Standards Act. The current
overtime threshold is set at just under
$24,000, so only employees that make
less than $24,000 are affected by this
bill. We have tried mightily to increase
that threshold to keep up with infla-
tion, but we have met resistance by the
Republicans every step of the way.

In 2017, the Federal poverty level for
a family of four is about $24,000. So we
are talking about only giving overtime
to families that are below the poverty
level. These families rely on that over-
time to pay their bills, to pay their
rent, and to put food on the table.
These are the families who would ben-
efit most from receiving overtime pay.
In fact, a recent study by the Economic
Policy Institute showed that 40 percent
of people making less than $22,500 a
year worked some overtime hours and
needed that income to get by. This
same 40 percent are the very people
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who would lose out under the Repub-
lican bill today.

My Republican colleagues claim that
no one is forcing workers to accept
comp time instead of overtime pay, and
comp time is technically optional. But
this argument represents how out of
touch Republicans are with the real-
life workforce conditions and actual
working families.

In practice, the power differential be-
tween employers and employees means
that many employees would feel obli-
gated to accept comp time instead of
overtime pay, even if that is not what
works best for them. Especially in non-
union workplaces, employees could feel
pressure to go along with their employ-
ers’ demand or risk not even being of-
fered overtime or comp time in the fu-
ture.

Now, Republicans have also made the
argument that public sector workers
receive comp time. They are right. But
that is not apples to apples. Public sec-
tor union membership is around 34 per-
cent, and public sector employees have
vast protections that private sector
employees lack. As an example, public
sector workers can’t be fired except for
good cause, and they have administra-
tive appeal rights. They can’t be dis-
criminated against based on their de-
sire to take overtime pay instead of
comp time. Nonunionized private sec-
tor workers can be legally discrimi-
nated against in assigning their hours
based on their decisions to take comp
time versus overtime pay.

If the Republicans want to enlarge
this discussion to include providing ad-
ditional workplace protections to
workers in the private sector, we are
happy to have that discussion both on
the committee where I serve with my
colleague, Mr. BYRNE, as well as on the
floor of the House.

Republicans somehow argue that this
bill provides flexibility for workers to
get time off, but I will remind my col-
leagues that nothing in the current
Fair Labor Standards Act prevents em-
ployers from offering time off right
now. In fact, the Fair Labor Standards
Act allows the ultimate flexibility.
Employers can already provide paid or
unpaid leave on sick days, maternity,
and paternity under the FLSA. They
don’t need this legislation to provide
them flexibility. They just need to do
the right thing.

This bill also ignores the fact that
not all businesses are successful. Be-
fore coming to Congress, I started sev-
eral businesses. I know this firsthand.
A statistic is that 59 percent of res-
taurant businesses go out of business
within 3 years. I am zero for two. I
tried starting two restaurants. They
both failed. Maybe that means if I try
again someday, I will be finally due for
a success.

But what is important is that when
something goes out of business, we
don’t leave the employees in the lurch.
What you are effectively doing here by
deferring the overtime pay into poten-
tial future time off, if the company

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

goes out of business, that employee
would have to get in line with other
creditors and risk never being paid.
That is not a theoretical risk. The ma-
jority of new businesses don’t last 10
years. They go out of business. Depriv-
ing people of the payment for the work
they have done already is not the right
way to treat workers in those busi-
nesses, and it is not their fault when
the bad decision is made by their
bosses.

In our committee markup of the bill,
my Democratic colleagues offered a
number of amendments to improve the
legislation. Representative BONAMICI
offered an amendment that would
allow comp time to earn interest be-
fore workers’ use. Under the current
way this bill is written, low-wage
workers are being asked to give an in-
terest-free loan to the company. That
doesn’t make sense. The amendment
didn’t pass. If employees receive over-
time pay, they should receive interest
on it as well.

Representative WILSON offered an
amendment that would exempt work-
ers who are earning less than 2% times
the minimum wage, so the employees
earning the very least wouldn’t be sub-
ject to the law and could actually rely
on their overtime pay. Again, that
amendment was rejected by Repub-
licans.

Representative BLUNT ROCHESTER on
the committee offered an amendment
that would limit the bill so only work-
ers eligible for at least 7 days of paid

sick leave receive comp time. Yet,
again, Republicans rejected this
amendment.

In total, committee Democrats of-

fered eight amendments to try to im-
prove this bill. Every single one was re-
jected.

Instead of bringing forward the same,
tired, 22-year-old policies that I cer-
tainly don’t hear my constituents re-
questing, Democrats have offered real
solutions that benefit working fami-
lies. Working families would benefit
from an increase in the overtime salary
threshold. Last year, the Department
of Labor proposed an increase to that
threshold, and 248,000 workers in Colo-
rado alone would have benefited under
that rule.

Democrats continue to write bills
that provide commonsense solutions.
We have offered legislation that would
provide up to 12 weeks of partial-paid
parental leave. Only 14 percent of the
workforce has paid family Ileave
through their employers. As a parent
of a 5- and a 2-year-old, I know how im-
portant that is to be able to spend time
with your newborn kids.

Democrats have also introduced a
bill that would allow employees to earn
up to 7 sick days per year. That would
be a tremendous help to the 4 in 10 pri-
vate sector employees who don’t have
access to any paid sick leave at all
under current law.

Democrats have also offered legisla-
tion to combat pay discrimination. In
2017, women working full time are still
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paid 80 cents on the dollar compared to
what men make. Democrats have of-
fered legislation that I am proud to co-
sponsor that would address that kind of
pay disparity. Those are the kinds of
bills that the American people need,
that workers need, and that we need to
help 1lift people out of poverty and into
the middle class.

Today, House Democrats introduced
the Equality Act. I was proud to join so
many of my colleagues in a bipartisan
bill to prohibit discrimination based on
gender identity and sexual orientation.
Sadly, in many States, it is still legal
to fire someone just because they are
gay. The Equality Act would finally ex-
tend Federal workplace discrimination
protections to LGBT Americans in all
50 States and the territories.

Finally, House Democrats will soon
be introducing the bill that would raise
the minimum wage. In my home State
of Colorado, voters chose to raise the
wage last November, and many other
States have minimum wages higher
than the Federal minimum wage. But
it shouldn’t come down to what State
you live in to determine if you even
earn enough to put food on the table
and pay your rent. It is long past time
we update the Federal minimum wage,
and the Raise the Wage Act would do
just that.

Yet, again, we are offering many so-
lutions that we would love to discuss
and love to vote on, and, instead, the
Republicans are offering a bill to strip
existing rights away from workers.

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us rep-
resents the same old policies the Re-
publicans have offered for decades.
They have never succeeded, and they
won’t succeed now. This time around,
they are offering a bill that might be
great for some of the bosses, but it un-
dermines the lives of hardworking
Americans that Kkeep our country
going.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the Working
Families Flexibility Act and the rule
before us, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman referred
to an old playbook being used here. He
is right. It is an old playbook. It is a
playbook that was used by House
Democrats in 1985, by President Bill
Clinton during the 1990s. This is not a
partisan playbook. This is actually—or
used to be, actually—a bipartisan idea
to give workers flexibility in the use of
their time. That doesn’t sound radical
to me. It is not radical at all.

What has changed is Democrats used
to be for this, and now, for whatever
reason, they are not. They would rath-
er lock workers into these restrictive
arrangements where you have working
mothers, like the one I used in my ini-
tial remarks, who can’t get their flexi-
ble time off that they want because we
do not allow them to do that under the
Federal Labor Standards Act.

Comp time is just not technically op-
tional, as my friend said, under this
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law. It is optional by law. It is a vol-
untary thing by law. There is no ques-
tion about that. Employers cannot co-
erce or intimidate an employee to do
that under this law. It is strictly pro-
hibited, and there are serious legal re-
percussions for an employer who at-
tempts to do that.

There are no differences in the pro-
tections for someone under this bill
and the protections that public em-
ployees have when they seek to have
this sort of flextime under the laws
that pertain to them. It is the same
protection. So it doesn’t matter wheth-
er you are in the private sector or the
public sector; under this bill, you are
going to be protected.
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Let me tell you something, as some-
one who has practiced in this area. It is
not an idle threat to an employer to
face a regulatory proceeding from the
Wage and Hour Division of the Depart-
ment of Labor or to face a private law-
suit. Those are a big deal. If you lose,
you have to not only pay double dam-
ages, you have got to pay the employ-
ees’ attorneys fees, which can be sig-
nificant. No sensible employer is going
to go out there and intimidate and co-
erce and think they can get away with
it. They can’t.

Wages, under our bankruptcy laws,
are the first priority of what is paid
out during the winding up of a bank-
ruptcy proceeding. Before any other
creditor is paid, wages get paid. In my
experience, I don’t remember wages
ever not being paid in a bankruptcy.
That is always assumed. They get
taken care of quickly. Most employers
do the right thing.

My friend talked about employers
needing to do the right thing. Most em-
ployers do the right thing. Just like 1
know my colleague, when he had a
business in the private sector, did the
right thing by his employees. Most em-
ployers do. Yet too often in this body,
we act as if the assumption is that em-
ployers are going to do the wrong
thing, and then we come down with
this heavy-handed overregulation, pu-
nitive approach that restricts the free-
dom of both employers and—let’s get
back to it—the workers themselves to
work these things out.

This is a commonsense solution to a
real problem in the new workplace of
the 21st century, where most moms and
dads are working and where we have
this new millennial generation that
wants flexibility. They expect it. When
you go to them and tell them: Oh, you
can’t have it because it is a Federal
law, they don’t understand.

I have got to tell you, Mr. Speaker, 1
don’t understand. Yes, I understand
that this law was put together in the
1930s. Maybe it made sense for the
workplace in the thirties, but it
doesn’t make sense for the workplace
of the 21st century.

I am disappointed in my colleagues
who used to be in favor of these sorts of
flexible arrangements and no longer
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favor it, but I get that. I hope that the
rest of us will use our common sense
and use what we all know is really hap-
pening in the workplace today and sup-
port this very important bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I have a document from
1997 from then-President Bill Clinton
who opposed a bill that is basically
identical to this one in its current
form. The President said he would veto
this bill, if passed, because he said this
bill purports to give working families
greater flexibility, but, in reality, it
grants employers more rights at the
expense of working people.

I hope my friends on the other side of
the aisle stop using President Clinton’s
good name in vain in passage of a bill
that is nearly identical to the one that
he threatened to veto.

Of course, Democrats want to talk
about flexibility. President Clinton,
myself, and Democrats of the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee
are happy to do that, if there is a way
to provide workers with real choices to
protect workers against employee
abuse in making their decisions, but
the current bill, and the same bill that
President Clinton opposed, fails in that
regard and fails to give employees the
rights that they deserve to exercise
their comp time.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
ADAMS).

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
Pouis) for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to express my
strong opposition to H.R. 1180.

H.R. 1180 encourages overwork by en-
couraging workers to spend more time
at work in order to earn paid time off,
which employers may or may not allow
them to use in the future.

Many hardworking families through-
out the 12th District of North Carolina
need overtime pay just to make ends
meet each month. They should not be
compelled by their employer to accept
comp time when their monthly budget
depends on how much overtime they
receive in their paycheck. Overtime
pay can be the difference between pay-
ing for sending a child to college or
going into debt. Parents who earn an
hourly wage need overtime, not comp
time, to care for their families.

Nothing in the Working Families
Flexibility Act strengthens existing
workplace protections or promotes
workplace flexibility. That is why I of-
fered an amendment last week when
H.R. 1180 was considered in committee
to exempt comp time arrangements
from mandatory arbitration agree-
ments.

This amendment would have ensured
protections for employees that H.R.
1180 seek to take away. Unfortunately,
the majority decided not to support my
amendment or any other amendments
offered by my fellow Democrats on the
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Education and the Workforce Com-

mittee.

Instead of today’s bill, the House
should consider legislation that would
create good jobs with family sustaining
wages and benefits. I strongly oppose
H.R. 1180, and I encourage by col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘no’’ on this bill.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

My colleague from North Carolina
and I worked together on many things,
and I have great respect for her, but I
think her argument ignores a very im-
portant fact about this bill, and that is
that you can’t be coerced into doing
this. You have to do it voluntarily.

If you would rather get your time
and a half in pay, that is your decision.
You are going to get it. The law re-
quires that. There is nothing that
forces anybody to get that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I include in
the RECORD the Statement of Adminis-
tration Policy from President William
Jefferson Clinton from 1997, in which
President Clinton lays out the criteria,
by and large, which is still the criteria
under which Democrats would support
a comp time flexibility bill, had the
Republicans been at all serious about
actually passing one into law rather
than just passing a symbolic bill that
they have passed for 22 years.

[From the American Presidency Project,
John T. Woolley & Gerhard Peters, Santa
Barbara, CA]

WILLIAM J. CLINTON: STATEMENT OF ADMINIS-
TRATION PoLICY: H.R. 1—WORKING FAMILIES
FLEXIBILITY ACT OF 1997, MARCH 19, 1997
(HOUSE) (BALLENGER (R) NC AND 99 OTHERS)
The President will veto H.R. 1 if it is

passed in its current form. The President
will not sign H.R. 1, or any other comp time
legislation, unless it adheres to three funda-
mental principles: (1) real choice for work-
ers; (2) real protection against employer
abuse; and (3) preservation of workers’
rights.

H.R. 1 purports to give working families
greater flexibility. In reality, it grants em-
ployers more rights at the expense of work-
ing people:

H.R. 1 fails to offer workers real choice. In
particular, H.R. 1 would allow an employer
to decide when a worker could use his or her
compensatory time-off by disapproving such
time-off if the employer claims it would ‘‘un-
duly disrupt’” its operations. In addition,
H.R. 1 would permit an employer to ‘‘cash
out” a worker’s earned compensatory time
over 80 hours.

H.R. 1 fails to protect workers against em-
ployer abuse. For example, H.R. 1 offers in-
adequate protections for vulnerable workers
and part-time, seasonal, and temporary em-
ployees, including garment and construction
workers, and those who are employed in in-
dustries with histories of Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act violations. H.R. 1 also fails to pro-
hibit employers from substituting compen-
satory time-off for paid vacation or sick
leave benefits. Furthermore, H.R. 1 lacks
meaningful remedies for workers when em-
ployers penalize them for electing to receive
overtime pay in lieu of compensatory time-
off. In addition, H.R. 1 contains inadequate
worker safeguards in cases where an em-
ployer goes bankrupt or out-of-business.

H.R. 1 fails to preserve workers’ rights.
Workers who take compensatory time-off
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can be forced to work additional overtime in
the same week—even on the weekend—with-
out being paid overtime premium pay.

The Administration supports the sub-
stitute amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative George Miller, although proce-
dural obstacles in the House have prevented
the amendment from addressing all of the
important issues that need to be treated, in-
cluding expansion of Family and Medical
Leave Act (FMLA). The Administration
strongly believes that any legislation to au-
thorize compensatory time under the Fair
Labor Standards Act should be linked to ex-
pansion of the FMLA. Expanding the FMLA
to give working families greater flexibility
to foster the education of their children or
provide routine health care for their children
or elderly relatives will go a long way to-
ward achieving the stated goals of H.R. 1.

The Miller amendment, however, would en-
sure real employee choice, by adding crucial
provisions not found in H.R. 1. For example,
employers that adopt comp time programs
would have to make comp time available to
similarly-situated employees on a fair and
non-discriminatory basis. Working families
are guaranteed real protection against pos-
sible comp time abuse through the Miller
amendment.

Furthermore, the Miller amendment would
preclude employers from using comp time to
modify or reduce existing paid leave plans. It
would entitle employees choosing comp time
to get regular statements of their accrual
and use of comp time; put a reasonable limit
on the number of hours of comp time that
can be accrued; and allow employees to seek
damages when they incur costs because an
employer wrongfully denies them use of the
comp time they earned. The Secretary of
Labor would have the authority to bar em-
ployers with a pattern and practice of comp
time abuse from continuing to offer comp
time. H.R. 1 has none of these protections.
These are all improvements to H.R. 1 that
guarantee the legislation enhances rather
than decreases flexibility for America’s
working families.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. BROWN).

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank my colleague from Colorado
(Mr. PoL1s) for yielding.

I rise today in opposition to this so-
called Working Families Flexibility
Act, a bill that would hurt, not help,
working people.

This bill would ensure workers have
less time, less flexibility, and less
money. Under this proposal, workers
would forego the overtime they earn
today in exchange for comp time in the
future, except workers can’t choose
when they can use that time.

There is nothing stopping a boss from
denying a worker from using their
comp time to care for a sick child or
attend a school event. The only thing
that this bill does is provide more
flexibility for bosses, while taking
away hard-earned overtime pay that
many workers rely on to make ends
meet.

This is an attempt to undermine
hard-fought, 80-year-old worker protec-
tions guaranteed by the Fair Labor
Standards Act. If Congress wanted to
give working families more flexibility,
we should give them earned paid sick
days, combat pay discrimination, give
them a say in their work schedules,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

and raise the minimum wage. These
are the policies that working families
truly need to thrive.

They are popular, commonsense ideas
that, unlike this bill, don’t force work-
ers into choosing between time and
money. Families depend on both. Let’s
work together to support real flexi-
bility for working families.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to gentlewoman from Michi-
gan (Mrs. DINGELL).

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the rule and underlying
bill, and I thank my colleague from
Colorado for yielding.

Contrary to its name, the Working
Families Flexibility Act provides no
flexibility for working families but
makes it harder to plan financially at
a time when wages have stagnated and
American workers are working harder
than ever.

The 40-hour workweek is a long es-
tablished American way of life—a way
of life won by hardworking American
men and women. This legislation aims
to undermine the Fair Labor Standards
Act and the 40-hour workweek by hand-
ing even more power over to employers
by giving them the right to not pay for
overtime hours.

This legislation amounts to a hand-
out for large American companies at
the expense of their workers. Hard-
working Americans can’t afford to loan
their bosses overtime pay for months
at a time. Employees would also find
themselves at a disadvantage if they
wanted to get paid for overtime instead
of opting for comp time. Companies
would find it in their financial interest
to select comp time workers instead of
workers who want overtime pay. This
isn’t the flexibility that American
workers need.

The bill is right about one thing:
American workers do deserve an up-
date to the FLSA. If they really want
to talk about helping American work-
ing families gain more flexibility in
the workplace, Congress should be tak-
ing up bills on paid sick days, paid fam-
ily and medical leave, and a real in-
crease in wages.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’” on
this bill.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I think my friends on
the other side of the aisle don’t under-
stand how this works. An employee
comes to their supervisor or the person
who runs the HR office in the company
and says: I would like to get some
comp time in return for the overtime I
am getting ready to work because I
have got a specific reason to want to
use it. The employer says: Okay, when
do you want to get the overtime and
when do you want to take the comp
time? They work that out.

The employer has the responsibility
for having the system and the paper-
work for showing that they have com-
plied with the law. From an employer’s
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point of view, that is an extra burden.
It is really not in the interest of an em-
ployer to do this. An employer would
really prefer to say: Look, I don’t want
to have to do this, because if I make a
mistake, I am going to get in trouble
with either a private lawsuit or the De-
partment of Labor. So it is really bet-
ter for the employer not to have this
option because it is not going to be an
option in which they can make a mis-
take.

This is for that employee to get the
comp time so they can have some flexi-
bility in their schedule. That is who it
is for. If they don’t want to use it, they
don’t have to use it. They can still be
paid the time and a half that they are
paid today. No one can coerce them.
The law says you can’t do that, and
there are real penalties for it.

To the contrary, when we are hearing
that somehow this is something for the
employers, no, it is not. This is for the
workers—the new workers of the 21st
century, who sometimes I think we
have forgotten about when we have
these debates in this body.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, while we are debating a
rule for a bill that would strip workers
of their overtime pay, since President
Trump took office, dangerous bills like
this are more likely to become law.

Just a few weeks ago, President
Trump signed a bill into law that strips
the American people of our online pri-
vacy, allowing internet service pro-
viders to sell yours and my sensitive
information to the highest bidder with-
out our permission.

This information includes location,
financial and health data, information
about our children—even pictures of
our children—Social Security numbers,
web browsing history, app usage his-
tory, content of communication:
emails, video chats. It is simply wrong.

For this reason, when we defeat the
previous question, I will offer an
amendment to the rule to bring up
Representative JACKY ROSEN’s Dbill,
H.R. 1868, which would reinstate the
Federal Communication Commission’s
internet privacy rule.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, sometimes
you need a redo or a retake. When this
body narrowly passed the bill that
President Trump signed that took all
of our private data and allowed inter-
net service providers to sell it without
our permission, it was a mistake. Hope-
fully enough Members of this body
have since realized it is a mistake and
they will now change their vote and
support defeating the previous question
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allowing for immediate consideration
of Representative ROSEN’s bill to pro-
tect our privacy.

As we know, broadband access
through internet access providers is a
critical way to have access to a world
of information and commerce, but the
price of that access should not be all of
your private information, including
your kids’ photographs and birthdays
and your Social Security number.

Under the bill that became law, ev-
erything you enter on the internet on
any site, regardless of their privacy
policy, would be owned by your
broadband provider and be able to be
sold by your broadband provider with-
out your consent.

That is simply wrong for America; it
is wrong for consumers; it is wrong for
innovation. It casts a shadow over the
entire internet ecosytem, which not
only has brought so much enjoyment
to so many but has created millions of
jobs in my district and across our
country.
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If we can defeat the previous ques-
tion, we can do a redo on this bill. We
can pass H.R. 1868, which would rein-
state a rule that has broad, popular
support. I haven’t heard a single con-
stituent of mine say that they don’t
want their broadband privacy pro-
tected, and I have had hundreds of
them say that they do want their
broadband privacy protected.

I am hoping that, since my Repub-
lican friends have now had the chance
to have townhalls and to listen to their
constituents, they will agree that we
should reinstate the Federal Commu-
nications’ internet privacy rule to pro-
tect our privacy subject to the terms of
use; information can be sold if you con-
sent for it to be sold, but without your
consent, all the information you enter
on the internet should not be the prop-
erty of the broadband provider for their
use and for sale. It is common sense.
The vast majority of the American
public agrees. I think it is time to call
the question on Congress to see if we
can get Congress to agree.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I would say to my colleague and to
the House, I did indeed have 11 town-
halls 2 weeks ago after the bill he ref-
erences passed. It didn’t come up one
time because the American people un-
derstand what that was all about, that
there were two different Federal agen-
cies battling over something, and it
didn’t even solve the problem. The
agency that put that regulation out
didn’t have the authority to do it, and
it didn’t solve the problem. The Amer-
ican people are sick and tired of agen-
cies that don’t have the authority to go
out there and they do something, and
it doesn’t solve the problem.

If we want to get to the issue that
my friend wants to get to, which I
think is important, we ought to get to,
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let’s work together in a bipartisan
fashion and come up with a bipartisan,
comprehensive bill that addresses that.
I would really like to be a part of that.

But that is not what we are here
today about. We are here today about
this bill to provide flexibility to work-
ing people in the 21st century, particu-
larly millennials.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

I am surprised that people in Ala-
bama weren’t clamoring to protect
their online privacy at the gentleman’s
townhall meetings. I will certainly
take him at his word. Perhaps it is be-
cause they were so concerned with Re-
publican attempts to increase their
healthcare insurance rates by 15 to 20
percent, Republican attempts to raise
their taxes, and Republican spending
that will increase the deficit by $12 bil-
lion in this continuing resolution that
were brought before us. Maybe they
were so overwhelmed by the Repub-
lican efforts to get rid of their health
care, increase the deficit, spend more
money, and take away their rights that
they didn’t get down their list of con-
cerns to broadband privacy.

Certainly in my district, Mr. Speak-
er, dozens of constituents in my town-
halls—both Republican and Democratic
constituents—brought this issue up as
a way of arguing how out of touch
House and Senate Republicans are to
say that, at this time in our Nation’s
history, what we need is less privacy,
not more. I think that there are a lot
of things that people are concerned
about, and that is certainly one of
them.

This debate is about that, frankly,
Mr. Speaker, because, if we defeat the
previous question, I will be bringing
forth Ms. ROSEN’s bill. Members of this
House will have an opportunity to vote
on bringing up Ms. ROSEN’s bill to pro-
tect our broadband privacy.

Mr. Speaker, the more work, less pay
bill before us is yet another example by
Republicans to roll back workers’
rights under the guise of doing the op-
posite. Again, if the Republicans have a
sincere desire to actually enhance and
improve workers’ rights, then we are
all for that. The labor movement is for
that. Let’s talk about that. But don’t
pretend like you have the voices and
concerns of workers in mind when
workers’ advocacy groups say you are
stripping away their rights. We are
happy to have that discussion.

In many ways, the veto statement
from President Clinton in 1997 still lays
out as relevant, today, some of the
very criteria the Democrats would
want to see in a bill that we could sup-
port that would empower workers to
choose additional comp time, a concept
that many Democrats support.

I wish we were working to protect
American families today. But instead
of collaborating with Democrats to
produce a bill that actually accom-
plishes the stated goal of increasing
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worker flexibility, instead, the Repub-
licans have chosen to move forward
with their 22-year-old bill that weakens
the 40-hour workweek, that President
Clinton threatened to veto, that hasn’t
become law and won’t become law, just
perhaps as a check-off box rather than
to do anything to actually empower
workers to choose comp time instead of
overtime. They are just checking the
box for the big bosses and moving on to
the next item without seeing this
through into law.

There are a lot of bipartisan bills this
body could be taking up this week.
Frankly, one of them is Representative
ROSEN’s bill that I will be bringing up
when we defeat the previous question,
but, sadly, this bill is not one of them.
I am very disappointed that even in the
majority, even in the governing capac-
ity, even controlling the House, the
Senate, and the Presidency, Repub-
licans are wasting time on what we
around here call messaging bills rather
than real bills to address issues that
Americans want us to work on, like
bringing down the cost of college, fix-
ing our broken immigration system,
rebuilding our crumbling roads and
bridges, or reforming our complicated
tax system to make it more friendly
for growth in our country.

Mr. Speaker, I support legislation
that puts the needs of workers first,
but this bill before us does the oppo-
site. This legislation lifts up the big
bosses with the hope that a worker
may or may not see a benefit down the
line without interest if the company
stays in business. It is the wrong way
to go about it. I oppose the rule. I op-
pose the underlying bill. I urge a ‘‘no”’
vote.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

I thank Congresswoman ROBY for
being the sponsor of this bill and bring-
ing it forward. As a young woman her-
self, she understands what’s going on
in the workplace with people her age
and how they try to juggle all the de-
mands of their time. She has come up
with a very commonsense approach to
how we can deal with this in a way
that makes sense for everybody.

We just heard a lot about the labor
movement and big bosses. I got trans-
ported back in my mind. You would
have thought we were in the 1930s and
1940s. I don’t know if my colleague
from Colorado has been paying atten-
tion, but union membership is at its
lowest level since the 1940s right now
because, even after 8 years of the most
pro-union administration in decades,
union membership continues to fall,
and it continues to fall because work-
ers in America aren’t buying what they
are selling because a lot of what they
are selling is exactly what we hear is
the opposition to this bill, which is:
Let’s limit people; let’s restrict people;
let’s come up with all these things to
tell them what they can’t do instead of
telling them what they can.
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What the American people want,
what I heard in my townhall meetings,
they want the government off their
back so that they can make their own
choices and live their lives the way
they want to live them. This is really
true with the millennial generation.

I have four children who are adults
right now. They are millennials. They
really want to have flexibility in their
lives, and this bill, Congresswoman
ROBY’s bill, gets a little way toward
that. I don’t see why we would be
against trying to give not just young
workers, but all workers, that flexi-
bility.

I have heard the arguments, and I
have heard them several times now. I
have just got to tell you, they make no
sense to me. Perhaps they are some-
thing that made sense 50, 60, 70 years
ago, but they don’t make any sense in
2017. It is a different time. It is a dif-
ferent day. Let’s give the workers of
America some freedom and flexibility
because that is what they really want.

Mr. Speaker, I again urge my col-
leagues to support House Resolution
299 and the underlying bill.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. PoLIS is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 299 OFFERED BY

MR. PoOLIS

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 6. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1868) to provide that
providers of broadband Internet access serv-
ice shall be subject to the privacy rules
adopted by the Federal Communications
Commission on October 27, 2016. The first
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with.
All points of order against consideration of
the bill are waived. General debate shall be
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Energy and Commerce. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.
All points of order against provisions in the
bill are waived. At the conclusion of consid-
eration of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such .amendments as may have
been adopted. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. If the
Committee of the Whole rises and reports
that it has come to no resolution on the bill,
then on the next legislative day the House
shall, immediately after the third daily
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV,
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for
further consideration of the bill.

SEC. 7. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1868.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.
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Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
““The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘“‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an a amendment, the same
result may be achieved by voting down the
previous question on the rule . . . When the
motion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”’

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules’ states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.”” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
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ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 2, 2017.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
May 2, 2017, at 11:26 a.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 371.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

——————

DISASTER DECLARATION
IMPROVEMENT ACT

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1665) to ensure that the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency considers severe local
impact in making a recommendation
to the President for a major disaster
declaration, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1665

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Disaster Dec-
laration Improvement Act’.
SEC. 2. LOCAL IMPACT.

In making recommendations to the President
regarding a major disaster declaration, the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency shall give greater weight and con-
sideration to severe local impact or recent mul-
tiple disasters. Further, the Administrator shall
make corresponding adjustments to the Agency’s
policies and regulations regarding such consid-
eration. Not later than 1 year after the date of
enactment of this section, the Administrator
shall report to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Homeland Security
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate on the
changes made to regulations and policies and
the number of declarations that have been de-
clared based on the new criteria.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) and the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 1665,
as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The purpose of H.R. 1665 is to ensure
that, in making a recommendation to
the President for a major disaster dec-
laration, the Administrator of FEMA
looks at the intensity of the impact in
a localized area as well as the impact
on other recent disasters.

My colleagues from Illinois are to be
commended for working so persistently
on this bipartisan piece of legislation.
Their Illinois districts have been im-
pacted by several devastating disas-
ters, but each time the communities
were told that the damage was not se-
vere enough to warrant Federal dis-
aster assistance.

In recent years, there has been more
evidence of devastated small and rural
communities not receiving disaster as-
sistance in a fair manner compared to
other larger communities and neigh-
boring States. I know all too well how
devastating this can be for those af-
fected by disaster, as I am dealing with
a similar issue in northeastern Penn-
sylvania.

In March, much of the area I rep-
resent was hit with a crippling snow-
storm that dumped as much as 30
inches of snow or more. Municipalities
had to exhaust much of their yearly
budgets on snow removal efforts and
emergency services. However, due to
the fact that the statewide threshold
needed for Pennsylvania to request re-
imbursement funding from the Federal
Government was not met, local munici-
palities were left with massive holes in
their budgets.

This bill helps ensure the severe, re-
mote, and localized impact endured by
communities like those in Pennsyl-
vania and Illinois get due consideration
and they get the help they need when
disaster strikes. The House adopted
similar language last year when it
passed the FEMA Disaster Assistance
Reform Act.

Again, thank you to the gentleman
and gentlewoman from Illinois for
working with the subcommittee on this
legislation to address the concerns of
their constituents and other commu-
nities in this situation. I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1665, the Disaster Declaration Improve-
ment Act, as amended, which will en-
sure that the severity and number of
recent disasters are afforded greater
weight by FEMA when making disaster
declaration recommendations to the
President.

This bill addresses an unfair situa-
tion where small and rural commu-
nities located in States with large pop-
ulations are seemingly denied Federal
disaster assistance because of the
State’s large population. We have seen
instances where a storm inflicts simi-
lar damage in two communities of
similar size located in different States,
but the State with a lower population
receives a disaster declaration while
the State with a larger population does
not receive the disaster declaration.

For example, in 2013, several counties
in Illinois were hit by a tornado caus-
ing 6 deaths, at least 180 injured, and
widespread damage. The same storm
system produced tornadoes and caused
damage in the smaller neighboring
States of Missouri and Kentucky, both
of which received disaster declarations,
while the State of Illinois did not.

To be clear, the Stafford Act pro-
hibits the denial of disaster assistance
to a State or local community based on
income or population. However, given
some of the examples, it appears that
that is precisely what is occurring. It
is time for this to stop and to treat all
small and rural communities fairly.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this measure, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS).

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Chairman BARLETTA
and Ranking Member JOHNSON. I also
look over this House floor and thank
my colleague, Mrs. BusTOS, from Illi-
nois, for joining me in this effort be-
cause, if you travel to my district or
Mrs. BUSTOS’ district in central and, in
my case, southern Illinois and you ask
my constituents about their opinion of
FEMA’s disaster declaration process,
they are going to tell you that it is
broken.
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You don’t have to look any further
than the State of Illinois to see how
FEMA’s public assistance formula is
failing hardworking families across
this country because it simply does not
put all communities on a level playing
field.

In 2012, tornadoes devastated Harris-
burg in southern Illinois, but the State
was denied public assistance while Mis-
souri and Kentucky received aid due to
the damage inflicted by the exact same
storm. Just a few short years ago, the
towns of Gifford and Washington in
central Illinois were denied public as-
sistance as well, despite those commu-
nities suffering millions in damage.
And just last year, Illinois was once
again denied public assistance fol-
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lowing extensive damage done in late
December 2015 and early January 2016
caused by severe storms and flooding in
the central and southern parts of our
State.

Under existing regulations, FEMA
currently takes into account several
factors when determining the need for
public and individual assistance. How-
ever, there is currently no standard to
determine which factor is more impor-
tant than another during the disaster
declaration process. This leads to high-
ly subjective and uncertain processes
that leave States and communities in
limbo for weeks as their application is
considered.

By working with the Transportation
and Infrastructure Committee last
year during the markup of the FEMA
Disaster Assistance Reform Act, we
were successful in including important
language based on legislation I intro-
duced that requires the administrator
of FEMA, when making recommenda-
tions to the President regarding a dis-
aster declaration, to ‘‘give greater
weight and consideration to severe
local impact.”” This bill ultimately
passed out of the House under suspen-
sion last Congress, but, unfortunately,
the bill died in the Senate.

This Congress, I have introduced this
language again, along with my friend
and colleague from Illinois (Mrs.
BuUsTOS), as the Disaster Declaration
Improvement Act.

Passing this bill will have a real im-
pact on States like Illinois, where a
large portion of the population is con-
centrated in a small northeastern cor-
ner of our State. Because of the popu-
lation density in the northern part of
my State, rural parts, where I live and
where I represent, are having to meet
an arbitrarily high standard in order to
qualify for a disaster declaration. En-
acting this language is going to help
level the playing field and help ensure
rural areas are given a fair chance
when disaster happens and help is need-
ed.

During our March markup of this
bill, we also added important language
that strengthens the bill by way of an
amendment offered by my friend, the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
GRAVES). This language also requires
FEMA to place more consideration on
recent multiple disasters, to take into
account the cumulative impact such
events can have. So I want to thank
Chairman GRAVES for working with my
office on including this language and
for being a cosponsor of my bill.

I also want to express my personal
gratitude to Chairman SHUSTER and
Ranking Member DEFAZIO for working
with us during the last Congress and
this Congress, and for moving this bill
so early. Again, I want to especially
thank Chairman BARLETTA for being a
cosponsor of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, central and southern I1-
linois just experienced another flood-
ing event this past weekend. And while
it is not yet clear what the damage is,
it is clear that Congress must act to
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ensure that folks get a fair shake if it
is determined that Federal assistance
is needed.

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BUSTOS).

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I also
want to thank my colleague, Congress-
man RODNEY DAVIS, for working with
me to advance this long overdue legis-
lation, which we call the Disaster Dec-
laration Improvement Act.

This bill seeks to bring fairness to
the Federal Emergency Management
Agency’s disaster declaration process.

Right now, if a tornado, a flood, or
any other natural disaster strikes a
small town, like many of the ones I
represent in the State of Illinois,
FEMA’s current per capita formula
leaves much of rural America behind.
That is because FEMA’s current dis-
aster assessment rules fail to take into
account localized impacts on Main
Streets and agricultural communities
throughout our Nation.

This has left hardworking families in
Illinois and rural States throughout
the United States without access to
the Federal relief they so badly need
under these circumstances.

For instance, in my district, the city
of Pekin was denied FEMA disaster re-
covery funding following a deadly tor-
nado that had winds up to 120 miles per
hour that ripped through the town in
November of 2013.

Gary and Selena Cleer were in church
on that Sunday afternoon when this
tornado hit. They took shelter along
with the rest of the congregation in the
hallway to protect themselves. Finally,
and with God’s blessing, they were able
to drive safely home, and they didn’t
even recognize what was in front of
them. Much of their roof was gone,
their garage had been torn away, and
their battered car lay among all of the
rubble.

The tornado destroyed about 200
other structures in this town of only
35,000 people. But this community re-
ceived no public assistance dollars—
zero. This was a direct result of
FEMA’s disaster declaration formula,
which, again, makes it unnecessarily
difficult for Illinois’ smaller commu-
nities to receive the help that they
need.

Mr. Speaker, we are not asking for a
handout for rural America. In fact, in
the Midwest, we are as resilient as they
come, but we are certainly asking for a
fair shake and the opportunity for all
of our families to get the help that
they need in a time of crisis.

A few million dollars of damage can
devastate a smaller town or a rural
community. That is why FEMA must
give greater weight to the local impact
of a disaster when making these deci-
sions about the need for Federal assist-
ance.

Our bill fixes an unfair formula that
hurts too many of our smaller towns
and villages across Illinois and across
America. This bill had been included in
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the FEMA Disaster Assistance Reform
Act of 2015, but it sat in the Senate
without any action. Today we are
working together to pass it once again
because we can’t solve this problem by
ignoring it. I urge our friends in the
Senate to take action.

With new flooding, damaging roads
and infrastructure in places like Pekin,
Peoria, and in southern Illinois where
my friend, MIKE BOST, serves and where
RODNEY DAVIS serves, I urge my col-
leagues to join us in supporting this
bill so that we can help ensure that
hardworking families from the heart-
land have the support they need to get
back on their feet after a disaster.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. BosT).

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend for yielding.

As we speak, communities in south-
ern Illinois are contending with rising
flood waters.

While we may not be able to prevent
the water rising, there is a lot that we
can do to help our communities rebuild
following a disaster. Unfortunately,
too many rural areas find that the help
that they need is not there for them
because of arbitrary Federal rules.

In my district, rural communities
suffered significant damage from the
2015 holiday floods, but did not qualify
for assistance because of these rigid
rules. This legislation addresses these
problems and ends the unfair treat-
ment of rural areas.

It is better to ensure that FEMA
gives greater weight to localized disas-
ters when determining assistance.

I support the legislation authorized
by my friend and Illinois colleague,
RODNEY DAVIS, and cosponsored by
CHERI BUSTOS, because the victims
shouldn’t be punished for living in a
small town in a rural area.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. LAHOOD).

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1665, the Dis-
aster Declaration Improvement Act. I
thank my colleagues, Mr. BARLETTA
and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS, for their lead-
ership on this important issue.

Rural areas are the heart of not only
my district, but of America as a whole.
They are the source of food and re-
sources, and are home to millions of
American families. When natural disas-
ters come to these communities, we
should be doing everything in our
power to help them get back on their
feet. Instead, the regulatory regime
forces these areas to meet a higher and
unfair threshold in order to get the
FEMA resources that they need.

My district faced this problem back
in 2013, after a tornado swept through
Washington, Illinois, destroying nearly
1,000 homes. This was a massive loss,
but FEMA’s formula for public assist-
ance kept Washington from getting the
assistance it needed to repair the pub-
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lic infrastructure damaged by the
storm. While individuals could get
some relief for personal property, this
damage to infrastructure affects every
member of the community.

This is why I am a proud cosponsor
and supporter of H.R. 1665, the Disaster
Declaration Improvement Act. This
bill will change and modernize FEMA’s
formula so that it is easier for rural
areas and areas with lower population
density to get the support and assist-
ance they need after a disaster.

I urge my colleagues to vote for its
passage today to ensure that all Ameri-
cans, regardless of the town they live
in, can know that help will be on the
way after such tragic events happen.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. GRAVES).

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

I want to commend the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS) and
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs.
BusToS) for coming together to work in
a bipartisan manner to address a prob-
lem that affects not just Illinois, but
affects, I think, all 50 States. It is an
issue where we have watched FEMA, in
many cases, make decisions that ap-
pear to be arbitrary in terms of declar-
ing a disaster in some areas, not in
others.

What this legislation does, very sim-
ply, is it requires that FEMA take into
consideration the true localized im-
pacts of a disaster. And in line with
what the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
RODNEY DAVIS) noted earlier, we did an
amendment in the committee that also
looked at, or required, FEMA to con-
sider multiple impacts in an area.

I am from south Louisiana. In the
last several months, we have had police
shootings, we have had one of the most
costly floods in U.S. history, we have
had tornadoes, and we have had an-
other flood in north Louisiana. In fact,
there were two floods, as I recall. One
of them was a 500-year flood, and the
second was a 1,000-year flood. It makes
me question how old I am sometimes.

But what this does is it requires that
FEMA look at localized impacts, and
that they take into consideration the
cumulative impacts of various disas-
ters and incidents in an area. FEMA is
not there and the Federal Government
is not there to take care of every prob-
lem and every disaster that States and
municipalities have.

But in many cases that we have seen
historically, they have missed opportu-
nities. I think we have seen incredible
burdens borne by local governments,
and they have had disasters that far
exceeded their capabilities.

I want to, again, commend the gen-
tleman and gentlewoman from Illinois
for offering this commonsense legisla-
tion, and I urge all Members to support
the bill.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’” on H.R.
1665, as amended, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1665, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————
FEMA ACCOUNTABILITY, MOD-
ERNIZATION AND TRANS-

PARENCY ACT OF 2017

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1679) to ensure that the Federal
Emergency Management Agency’s cur-
rent efforts to modernize its grant
management system includes applicant
accessibility and transparency, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1679

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “FEMA Ac-
countability, Modernization and Trans-
parency Act of 2017,

SEC. 2. REQUIREMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency
shall ensure the ongoing modernization of
the grant systems for the administration of
assistance under the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act
(42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) includes the following:

(1) An online interface, including online as-
sistance, for applicants to complete applica-
tion forms, submit materials, and access the
status of applications.

(2) Mechanisms to eliminate duplication of
benefits.

(3) If appropriate, enable the sharing of in-
formation among agencies and with State,
local, and tribal governments, to eliminate
the need to file multiple applications and
speed disaster recovery.

(4) Any additional tools the Administrator
determines will improve the implementation
of this section.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—To the extent prac-
ticable, the Administrator shall deliver the
system capabilities described in subsection
(a) in increments or iterations as working
components for applicant use.

SEC. 3. NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED.

No additional funds are authorized to carry
out the requirements of this Act. Such re-
quirements shall be carried out using
amounts otherwise authorized.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) and the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.
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GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include any ex-
traneous material on H.R. 1679.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The purpose of H.R. 1679, the FEMA
Accountability, Modernization and
Transparency Act of 2017, is to enhance
FEMA grant applicants’ access to in-
formation.

I commend my colleague from Lou-
isiana for working so hard for the peo-
ple of his State to tackle the chal-
lenges those communities and individ-
uals have been facing in the wake of
last August’s floods and other disas-
ters.

On average, FEMA distributes almost
$6 billion a year in assistance to indi-
viduals, communities, and organiza-
tions impacted by disasters. That tax-
payer money must be managed in an
efficient and transparent way to pre-
vent duplication and provide disaster
survivors with needed access and visi-
bility.

More efficient and transparent deliv-
ery of disaster assistance will help
speed disaster recovery and reduce the
administrative burden on applicants.
This legislation requires the FEMA Ad-
ministrator to include online access
and information sharing as the agency
modernizes its disaster grant delivery
system.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 1679, the
FEMA Accountability, Modernization
and Transparency Act of 2017. Our
State and local partners are the first
responders to any emergency disaster
or terrorist attack. They do an out-
standing job, given their limited re-
sources and irregular nature of the
events to which they respond.

We need to make sure that our part-
ners, States, local governments, first
responders, and nonprofits have access
to the latest equipment, technology,
training, and other resources needed to
address any gaps in preparedness and
to ensure that they remain as respon-
sive as possible in an emergency. To as-
sist them in their efforts, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security provides
several discrete types of preparedness
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grants to help our partners meet the
core capabilities needed to prepare our
Nation for any hazard.

FEMA’s 2016 National Preparedness
Report found that much more work is
needed in areas such as cybersecurity,
economic recovery, housing, infra-
structure systems, and supply chain in-
tegrity and security in order to meet
our goal of being prepared and resil-
ient.

Despite the valuable benefits these
grants provide, President Trump pro-
posed to cut funding for these grants in
his so-called skinny budget. President
Trump has proposed prioritizing a bor-
der wall over the lives and safety of our
residents. I am pleased to note that
this week Congress will be voting on an
omnibus fiscal year 2017 appropriations
bill that funds these programs at suffi-
cient levels.

Since 2015, FEMA has been modern-
izing its management of these grant
programs by making information tech-
nology platforms more user friendly.
As FEMA continues to improve the ef-
ficiency and effectiveness of its grants
management, this bill will ensure that
FEMA ensures that the system is more
accessible and transparent to appli-
cants.

The bill requires FEMA to include
mechanisms to eliminate duplication
of benefits and enable the sharing of in-
formation among agencies and with
State, local, and tribal governments,
where appropriate, while FEMA con-
tinues its modernization efforts.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this measure, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. GRAVES).

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the sub-
committee chairman and ranking
member for their assistance, and I also
want to thank our lead cosponsor, Mr.
SIRES of New Jersey.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is an
unfortunate situation, that Congress
actually has to step in. I want to give
you a little bit of background.

In August of last year, we had once
again what was known as the fourth
most costly flood disaster in U.S. his-
tory. We had areas of south Louisiana
that actually experienced over 32
inches of rain within about a 36-hour
period. By comparison, the average
American, as I recall, receives some-
where between 26 and 28 inches of rain
in a year, and we received that in ap-
proximately 36 hours—an extraor-
dinary rainfall event.

As you can imagine, in a 1,000-year
flood event, you had thousands and
thousands of people that were flooded,
people living well outside of the flood-
plain. So, yes, there were thousands of
people that were seeking assistance,
trying to do everything from buy
clothes to buy food, essential needs.

We assisted thousands of constitu-
ents trying to get information and an-
swers from FEMA, but the way that
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the process worked is that you had to
call an 800 number. If someone an-
swered, they would log on a computer
system and update the constituent on
what their status is: if they received
the application, if additional informa-
tion was needed, if they were approved
or denied.

I, myself, on many occasions called
the 800 number just to see how long it
would take to get through. In some
cases no one would answer. In other
cases, the questions couldn’t be an-
swered.

It is a very simple situation here, Mr.
Speaker. This bill simply requires that
FEMA establish an online database
that citizens of this country can access
directly. I can go right now and I can
look at hotel reservations; I can look
at airline reservations, train reserva-
tions. You can do virtually anything
online. You can pay your utility bills.
You can call an Uber. But with FEMA,
they had thousands of employees that
were there to answer phones to simply
log on to the system.

There is no need for that step to be
there. It is more efficient to get people
direct access. I would rather see those
FEMA employees helping us recover.

So I will say it again. I am dis-
appointed that this takes an act of
Congress. This is common sense, and
you are seeing this type of innovation
and utilization of technology happen
all across the marketplace. Unfortu-
nately, Congress has to intervene here,
albeit in a bipartisan way, to make
sure that Americans are getting the
service that they deserve and to make
sure that our taxpayer dollars are
being used in an efficient way.

Once again, I want to thank the sub-
committee chairman, Mr. BARLETTA,
Ranking Member JOHNSON, and I want
to especially thank the lead cosponsor
on this legislation, Mr. SIRES of New
Jersey, who I know has gone through
extraordinary challenges in New Jersey
with the 2012 Hurricane Sandy impacts
on his State.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’” on H.R.
1679, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1679.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

on
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ROBERT T. STAFFORD DISASTER
RELIEF AND EMERGENCY AS-
SISTANCE ACT AMENDMENT

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1678) to amend the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act concerning the
statute of limitations for actions to re-
cover disaster or emergency assistance
payments, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1678

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 705 of the Robert
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5205) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘Except’” and inserting
“Notwithstanding section 3716(e) of title 31,
United States Code, and except’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘report for the disaster or
emergency’’ and inserting ‘‘report for project
completion as certified by the grantee’; and

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘report for
the disaster or emergency’” and inserting
“‘report for project completion as certified
by the grantee’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3) by inserting ‘‘for
project completion as certified by the grant-
ee’” after ‘‘final expenditure report’.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to disaster
or emergency assistance provided to a State
or local government on or after January 1,
2004—

(A) no administrative action may be taken
to recover a payment of such assistance after
the date of enactment of this Act if the ac-
tion is prohibited under section 705(a)(1) of
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act (42 TU.S.C.
5205(a)(1)), as amended by subsection (a); and

(B) any administrative action to recover a
payment of such assistance that is pending
on such date of enactment shall be termi-
nated if the action is prohibited under sec-
tion 705(a)(1) of that Act, as amended by sub-
section (a).

(2) LIMITATION.—This section, including the
amendments made by this section, may not
be construed to invalidate or otherwise af-
fect any administration action completed be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) and the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on H.R. 1678, as amend-
ed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The purpose of H.R. 1678 is to estab-
lish a statute of limitations for FEMA
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to recover disaster assistance pay-
ments. This bill would provide some fi-
nality in disaster assistance, and it
would minimize administrative costs.

This is a bipartisan issue, and I ap-
preciate my colleagues from Florida
for their continued leadership on this
issue.

H.R. 1678 reinstates the 3-year stat-
ute of limitations on FEMA’s ability to
reclaim funds when there is no evi-
dence of fraud, waste, or abuse.

In my district, I have seen FEMA tell
a community that a project is eligible
for funding, allowing the town to move
forward to complete a disaster recov-
ery project, only to have FEMA change
its mind years later and take the
money back. Not only is this dev-
astating to the community and to dis-
aster recovery, but the administrative
time and red tape involved in second-
guessing is a waste of taxpayer dollars.

Again, my thanks to the gentle-
woman from Florida and the gen-
tleman from Florida for their contin-
ued work on this issue and for intro-
ducing this bill.

The House adopted similar language
last year when it passed the FEMA Dis-
aster Assistance Reform Act.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of H.R. 1678, as
amended.

I am pleased and proud to yield such
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. FRANKEL),
the author and sponsor of this legisla-
tion.

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Mr. JOHNSON for yielding,
and I also want to thank Chairmen
SHUSTER and BARLETTA and Ranking
Members DEFAzIO and JOHNSON for
their continued support.

I have had the honor of working on
this legislation with my friends from
Florida: Congressmen DAN WEBSTER,
BRIAN MAST, and FREDERICA WILSON.

I have said this before and I am going
to say it again: Florida knows hurri-
canes. In 2004 and 2005, Charley,
Frances, Jeanne, Wilma, and Katrina
tore through our State, leaving fami-
lies stranded and property damaged.

I was the mayor of the city of West
Palm Beach when we saw trees crash to
the ground, ripping power lines and
blocking flooded streets. Water sys-
tems were compromised, and our local
governments, around the clock, did a
miraculous job cleaning debris, fixing
broken infrastructure, and getting life
back to normal. It takes a lot to get it
done.

When hurricanes strike, communities
are ravaged, and so are their budgets.
So I want to first thank FEMA for the
funding assistance it provided Florida
in a great time of need. With that said,
FEMA is now asking some of our cities
and counties to pay back money that
was given for disaster relief projects
that were approved more than 10 years
ago.
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There is no question that FEMA
should do a responsible audit and make
sure that money is used properly. How-
ever, the process should not be an end-
less journey into the Federal bureauc-
racy. Our local governments cannot af-
ford to wait an infinite number of
years for FEMA to do its assessment,
especially when millions of dollars are
at stake.

The current practice stymies our
local governments’ ability to plan their
future budgets, and, unlike the Federal
Government, they can’t run a deficit.
So this bill would make sure that the
process is more evenhanded, giving
FEMA adequate time to review its
grant payments while allowing for the
financial security of our local govern-
ments.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this very good legislation, and
I urge the Senate to take action.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MAST).

Mr. MAST. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to thank my friend from Pennsylvania
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to rec-
ognize my committee colleagues from
the great State of Florida, Ms.
FRANKEL and Mr. WEBSTER, oOon pro-
moting this important piece of legisla-
tion. I am very proud to be a cosponsor
of this bill.

There is no question for Florida that
the emergency management capabili-
ties are among the best in the Nation,
but some disasters are even beyond
what we can handle and what we can
handle in an effective and timely man-
ner.

Right now in our State, we are bat-
tling wildfires across the State. We are
on the eve of a brand-new hurricane
season which happens year after year.
These FEMA disaster relief programs
are necessary, they are critical, and
they are one of the most important re-
sponsibilities of the Federal Govern-
ment to help States and their citizenry
recover; but, unfortunately, there is an
issue going on.

Many counties in south Florida are
still fighting to this day with FEMA to
defend the legitimacy of disaster relief
aid that they received following one of
the worst hurricane seasons in our
State’s history, where hurricane after
hurricane after hurricane crossed the
shores of Florida.

Mr. Speaker, victims of a disaster or
a national emergency who may not
even have shelter over their heads—or
food or water or basic necessities—
should not be victimized again by their
own government just because they lack
the paper trail from decades ago when
they were undergoing this sort of dev-
astation in their life. By reinstating a
3-year statute of limitations on the
reclamation of funds, when there is no
evidence of fraud, no evidence of waste,
no evidence of abuse, this bill moves
more of the onus for recordkeeping and
combating fraud away from relief re-
cipients and back to where it belongs,
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back on to FEMA, and during that
time when it is most essential, imme-
diately after the recovery process. Mr.
Speaker, I think that is just common
sense.

Once again, I fully support this bipar-
tisan bill, and I commend Chairman
SHUSTER and Chairman BARLETTA for
their assistance in getting this impor-
tant bill to the floor.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1678, which I rise
in support of, is a bill that will clarify
the existing statute of limitations for
public assistance provided by the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency,
or FEMA, to State, tribal, and local
grantees.

Pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act, or the Stafford Act, FEMA
provides public assistance grants to
State, tribal, and local governments to
assist in their recovery efforts after a
disaster strikes.

Generally, FEMA approves the use
for public assistance funds imme-
diately after the disaster or while the
project is being completed. This is the
appropriate time to decide how a
grantee should spend disaster funds.

Once the project is completed, the
grantee submits documentation of
completion to FEMA. However, in
some instances, FEMA or the inspector
general has reviewed projects many
years or even a decade after the grant-
ee has submitted project completion
documents. At times, FEMA has
changed its policy determination on
the appropriate use of the funds, or the
inspector general has second-guessed
FEMA’s decision on the appropriate
use of the funds. FEMA then tries to
recover project funds years later.

Under this bill introduced by Con-
gresswoman FRANKEL, FEMA may still
attempt to recover funds but must do
so within 3 years after the project is
completed. I commend Representative
FRANKEL for her commitment to ad-
dress this issue. She has worked tire-
lessly to bring this matter to the fore-
front.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the measure, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I
again urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on H.R. 1678, as amended.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1678, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a

May 2, 2017

quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 299;

Adopting House Resolution 299, if or-
dered; and

Suspending the rules and passing
H.R. 1679.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1180, WORKING FAMILIES
FLEXIBILITY ACT OF 2017, PRO-
VIDING FOR PROCEEDINGS DUR-
ING THE PERIOD FROM MAY 5,
2017, THROUGH MAY 15, 2017; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 299) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1180) to
amend the Fair Labor Standards Act of
1938 to provide compensatory time for
employees in the private sector; pro-
viding for proceedings during the pe-
riod from May 5, 2017, through May 15,
2017; and for other purposes, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 233, nays
190, not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 240]

YEAS—233
Abraham Brat Conaway
Aderholt Bridenstine Cook
Allen Brooks (AL) Costello (PA)
Amash Brooks (IN) Cramer
Arrington Buchanan Crawford
Babin Buck Culberson
Bacon Bucshon Curbelo (FL)
Banks (IN) Budd Davidson
Barletta Burgess Dayvis, Rodney
Barr Byrne Denham
Barton Calvert Dent
Bergman Carter (GA) DeSantis
Biggs Carter (TX) DesJarlais
Bilirakis Chabot Diaz-Balart
Bishop (MI) Cheney Donovan
Bishop (UT) Coffman Duffy
Black Cole Duncan (SC)
Blackburn Collins (GA) Duncan (TN)
Blum Collins (NY) Dunn
Bost Comer Emmer
Brady (TX) Comstock Estes (KS)
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Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa

Adams

Aguilar

Barragan

Bass

Beatty

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F

Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney

Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (PA)
Newhouse
Noem
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis

NAYS—190

Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.

Ellison
Engel

Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
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Rooney, Thomas
dJ.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M

Lujan, Ben Ray

Lynch

Maloney,
Carolyn B.

Maloney, Sean Pocan Sires
Matsui Polis Smith (WA)
McCollum Price (NC) Soto
McEachin Quigley Speier
McGovern Raskin Suozzi
McNerney Rice (NY) Swalwell (CA)
Meeks Richmond Takano
Moore Rosen Thompson (CA)
Moulton Roybal-Allard Thompson (MS)
Murphy (FL) Ruiz Titus
Nadler Ruppersberger Tonko
Napolitano Rush Torres
Neal Ryan (OH) Tsongas
Nolan Sanchez Vargas
Norcross Sarbanes Veasey
O’Halleran Schakowsky Vela
O’Rourke Schiff Velazquez
Pallone Schneider Visclosky
Panetta Schrader Walz
Pascrell Scott (VA) Wasserman
Payne Scott, David Schultz
Pelosi Serrano Waters, Maxine
Perlmutter Sewell (AL) Watson Coleman
Peters Shea-Porter Welch
Peterson Sherman Wilson (FL)
Pingree Sinema Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—T7
Amodei Franks (AZ) Slaughter
Chaffetz Kelly (IL)
Dayvis, Danny Meng
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Messrs. O'HALLERAN and BEN RAY
LUJAN of New Mexico changed their
vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. MARSHALL changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ALLEN). The question is on the resolu-
tion.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 231, noes 193,
not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 241]

AYES—231
Abraham Chabot Fleischmann
Aderholt Cheney Flores
Allen Coffman Fortenberry
Arrington Cole Foxx
Babin Collins (GA) Frelinghuysen
Bacon Collins (NY) Gaetz
Banks (IN) Comer Gallagher
Barletta Comstock Garrett
Barr Conaway Gibbs
Barton Cook Gohmert
Bergman Costello (PA) Goodlatte
Biggs Cramer Gosar
Bilirakis Crawford Gowdy
Bishop (MI) Culberson Granger
Bishop (UT) Curbelo (FL) Graves (GA)
Black Davidson Graves (LA)
Blackburn Davis, Rodney Graves (MO)
Blum Denham Griffith
Bost Dent Guthrie
Brady (TX) DeSantis Harper
Brat DesJarlais Harris
Bridenstine Diaz-Balart Hartzler
Brooks (AL) Donovan Hensarling
Brooks (IN) Duffy Herrera Beutler
Buchanan Duncan (SC) Hice, Jody B.
Buck Duncan (TN) Higgins (LA)
Bucshon Dunn Hill
Budd Emmer Holding
Burgess Estes (KS) Hollingsworth
Byrne Farenthold Hudson
Calvert Faso Huizenga
Carter (GA) Ferguson Hultgren
Carter (TX) Fitzpatrick Hunter

Hurd
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows

Adams
Aguilar
Amash
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dayvis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings

Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (PA)
Newhouse
Noem
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
dJ.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert

NOES—193

DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
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Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton

Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Massie
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
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Ruppersberger Sherman Tsongas
Rush Sinema Vargas
Ryan (OH) Sires Veasey
Sanchez Smith (WA) Vela
Sarbanes Soto Velazquez
Schakowsky Speier Visclosky
Schiff Suozzi Walz
Schneider Swalwell (CA) Wasserman
Schrader Takano Schultz
Scott (VA) Thompson (CA) Waters, Maxine
Scott, David Thompson (MS) Watson Coleman
Serrano Titus Welch
Sewell (AL) Tonko Wilson (FL)
Shea-Porter Torres Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—6
Amodei Franks (AZ) Meng
Chaffetz Grothman Slaughter
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea” on rollcall No. 241.

———
FEMA ACCOUNTABILITY, MOD-
ERNIZATION AND TRANS-

PARENCY ACT OF 2017

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN of Tennessee). The unfinished
business is the vote on the motion to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1679) to ensure that the Federal
Emergency Management Agency’s cur-
rent efforts to modernize its grant
management system includes applicant
accessibility and transparency, and for
other purposes, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 419, nays 0,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 242]

YEAS—419
Abraham Bost Cheney
Adams Boyle, Brendan Chu, Judy
Aderholt F. Cicilline
Aguilar Brady (PA) Clark (MA)
Allen Brady (TX) Clarke (NY)
Amash Brat Clay
Arrington Bridenstine Cleaver
Babin Brooks (AL) Clyburn
Bacon Brooks (IN) Coffman
Banks (IN) Brown (MD) Cohen
Barletta Brownley (CA) Cole
Barr Buchanan Collins (GA)
Barragan Buck Collins (NY)
Barton Bucshon Comer
Bass Budd Conaway
Beatty Burgess Connolly
Bera Bustos Conyers
Bergman Butterfield Cook
Beyer Byrne Cooper
Biggs Calvert Correa
Bilirakis Capuano Costa
Bishop (GA) Carbajal Costello (PA)
Bishop (MI) Cardenas Courtney
Bishop (UT) Carson (IN) Cramer
Black Carter (GA) Crawford
Blackburn Carter (TX) Crist
Blum Cartwright Crowley
Blumenauer Castor (FL) Cuellar
Blunt Rochester  Castro (TX) Culberson
Bonamici Chabot Cummings

Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DeSaulnier
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Donovan
Doyle, Michael
F

Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn

Ellison
Emmer
Engel

Eshoo
Espaillat
Estes (KS)
Esty (CT)
Evans
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (TX)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gottheimer
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Grothman
Guthrie
Hanabusa
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings
Heck
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Higgins (NY)
Hill

Himes
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)

Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (MN)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nunes
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Olson
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Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Polis
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Ros-Lehtinen
Rosen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Royce (CA)
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Russell
Rutherford
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Soto
Speier
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
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Torres Walden Westerman
Trott Walker Williams
Tsongas Walorski Wilson (FL)
Turner Walters, Mimi Wilson (SC)
Upton Walz Wittman
Valadao Wasserman Womack
Vargas Schultz Woodall
Veasey Waters, Maxine Yarmuth
Vela Watson Coleman  Yoder
Velazquez Weber (TX) Yoho
Visclosky Webster (FL) Young (AK)
Wagner Welch Young (IA)
Walberg Wenstrup Zeldin
NOT VOTING—11
Amodei Franks (AZ) Meng
Chaffetz Griffith Rush
Comstock Gutiérrez Slaughter
Davis, Rodney Loudermilk
0 1449

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of lllinois. Mr. Speak-
er, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on rolicall
No. 242.

———

KOREAN INTERDICTION AND MOD-
ERNIZATION OF SANCTIONS ACT

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 1644) to enhance
sanctions with respect to transactions
relating to North Korea, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1644

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Korean
Interdiction and Modernization of Sanctions
Act”.

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-
lows:

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Table of contents.

Sec. 3. Definitions.

TITLE I—SANCTIONS TO ENFORCE AND
IMPLEMENT UNITED NATIONS SECU-
RITY COUNCIL SANCTIONS AGAINST
NORTH KOREA

Sec. 101. Modification and expansion of re-

quirements for the designation
of persons.

102. Prohibition on indirect
respondent accounts.
Limitations on foreign assistance

to noncompliant governments.

Amendments to enhance inspection
authorities.

Enforcing compliance with United
Nations shipping sanctions
against North Korea.

Report on cooperation between
North Korea and Iran.

Report on implementation of
United Nations Security Coun-
cil resolutions by other govern-

Sec. cor-
Sec. 103.
Sec. 104.

Sec. 105.

Sec. 106.

Sec. 107.

ments.
Sec. 108. Briefing on measures to deny spe-
cialized financial messaging

services to designated North
Korean financial institutions.
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TITLE II—SANCTIONS WITH RESPECT TO
HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES BY THE GOV-
ERNMENT OF NORTH KOREA

Sec. 201. Sanctions for forced labor and slav-

ery overseas of North Koreans.

Modifications to sanctions suspen-

sion and waiver authorities.

Reward for informants.

Determination on designation of

North Korea as a state sponsor

of terrorism.

TITLE III—-GENERAL AUTHORITIES
Sec. 301. Authority to consolidate reports.
Sec. 302. Rule of construction.

Sec. 303. Regulatory authority.

Sec. 304. Limitation on funds.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

(a) AMENDMENTS TO DEFINITIONS IN THE
NORTH KOREA SANCTIONS AND PoLICY EN-
HANCEMENT ACT OF 2016.—

(1) APPLICABLE EXECUTIVE ORDER.—Section
3(1)(A) of the North Korea Sanctions and
Policy Enhancement Act of 2016 (22 U.S.C.
9202(1)(A)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“‘or Executive Order 13694’
and inserting ‘‘Executive Order 13694’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘or Executive Order 13722
(60 U.S.C. 1701 note; relating to blocking the
property of the Government of North Korea
and the Workers’ Party of Korea, and Pro-
hibiting Certain Transactions With Respect
to North Korea),”” before ‘‘to the extent’.

(2) APPLICABLE UNITED NATIONS SECURITY
COUNCIL RESOLUTION.—Section 3(2)(A) of the
North Korea Sanctions and Policy Enhance-
ment Act of 2016 (22 U.S.C. 9202(2)(A)) is
amended by striking ‘‘or 2094 (2013)’’ and in-
serting ‘2094 (2013), 2270 (2016), or 2321 (2016)"".

(3) FOREIGN PERSON.—Section 3 of the
North Korea Sanctions and Policy Enhance-
ment Act of 2016 (22 U.S.C. 9202) is amended—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (5)
through (14) as paragraphs (6) through (15),
respectively; and

(B) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘“(6) FOREIGN PERSON.—The term ‘foreign
person’ means—

‘““(A) an individual who is not a United
States citizen or an alien lawfully admitted
for permanent residence to the United
States; or

‘“(B) an entity that is not a United States
person.”’.

(4) LUXURY GOODS.—Paragraph (9) of sec-
tion 3 of the North Korea Sanctions and Pol-
icy Enhancement Act of 2016 (22 U.S.C. 9202),
as redesignated by paragraph (3) of this sub-
section, is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘“‘and”
at the end;

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C) also includes any items so designated
under an applicable United Nations Security
Council resolution.”.

(5) NORTH KOREAN PERSON.—Section 3 of the
North Korea Sanctions and Policy Enhance-
ment Act of 2016 (22 U.S.C. 9202), as amended
by paragraph (3) of this subsection, is further
amended—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (13)
through (15) as paragraphs (14) through (16),
respectively; and

(B) by inserting after paragraph (12) the
following new paragraph:

‘(13) NORTH KOREAN PERSON.—The term
‘North Korean person’ means—

‘“(A) a North Korean citizen or national; or

‘“(B) an entity owned or controlled by the
Government of North Korea or by a North
Korean citizen or national.”.

(b) DEFINITIONS FOR PURPOSES OF THIS
AcT.—In this Act:

(1) APPLICABLE UNITED NATIONS SECURITY
COUNCIL RESOLUTION; LUXURY GOODS.—The

Sec. 202.

Sec. 203.
Sec. 204.
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terms ‘‘applicable United Nations Security

Council resolution’ and ‘‘luxury goods’’ have

the meanings given those terms, respec-

tively, in section 3 of the North Korea Sanc-

tions and Policy Enhancement Act of 2016 (22

U.S.C. 9202), as amended by subsection (a).

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES; GOVERNMENT OF NORTH KOREA; UNITED
STATES PERSON.—The terms ‘‘appropriate
congressional committees’, ‘‘Government of
North Korea’, and ‘“United States person’
have the meanings given those terms, respec-
tively, in section 3 of the North Korea Sanc-
tions and Policy Enhancement Act of 2016 (22
U.S.C. 9202).

(3) FOREIGN PERSON; NORTH KOREAN PER-
SON.—The terms ‘‘foreign person’” and
“North Korean person’ have the meanings
given those terms, respectively, in paragraph
(5) and paragraph (13) of section 3 of the
North Korea Sanctions and Policy Enhance-
ment Act of 2016 (22 U.S.C. 9202(5) and
9202(13)), as added by subsection (a).

(4) PROHIBITED WEAPONS PROGRAM.—The
term ‘‘prohibited weapons program’ means—

(A) any program related to the develop-
ment of nuclear, chemical, or biological
weapons, and their means of delivery, includ-
ing ballistic missiles; and

(B) any program to develop related mate-
rials with respect to a program described in
subparagraph (A).

TITLE I—SANCTIONS TO ENFORCE AND
IMPLEMENT UNITED NATIONS SECU-
RITY COUNCIL SANCTIONS AGAINST
NORTH KOREA

SEC. 101. MODIFICATION AND EXPANSION OF RE-

QUIREMENTS FOR THE DESIGNA-
TION OF PERSONS.

(a) EXPANSION OF MANDATORY DESIGNA-
TIONS.—Section 104(a) of the North Korea
Sanctions and Policy Enhancement Act of
2016 (22 U.S.C. 9214(a)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘‘; or”’ and
inserting ‘‘or any defense article or defense
service (as such terms are defined in section
47 of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C.
21794));”;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (10) as para-
graph (15);

(3) by inserting after paragraph (9) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

‘(10) knowingly, directly or indirectly,
purchases or otherwise acquires from North
Korea any significant amounts of gold, tita-
nium ore, vanadium ore, copper, silver, nick-
el, zinc, or rare earth minerals;

‘“(11) knowingly, directly or indirectly,
sells or transfers to North Korea any signifi-
cant amounts of rocket, aviation, or jet fuel
(except for use by a civilian passenger air-
craft outside North Korea, exclusively for
consumption during its flight to North Korea
or its return flight);

‘“(12) knowingly, directly or indirectly,
provides significant amounts of fuel or sup-
plies, provides bunkering services, or facili-
tates a significant transaction or trans-
actions to operate or maintain, a vessel or
aircraft that is designated under an applica-
ble Executive order or an applicable United
Nations Security Council resolution, or that
is owned or controlled by a person des-
ignated under an applicable Executive order
or applicable United Nations Security Coun-
cil resolution;

‘(13) knowingly, directly or indirectly, in-
sures, registers, facilitates the registration
of, or maintains insurance or a registration
for, a vessel owned or controlled by the Gov-
ernment of North Korea, except as specifi-
cally approved by the United Nations Secu-
rity Council;

‘“(14) knowingly, directly or indirectly,
maintains a correspondent account (as de-
fined in section 201A(d)(1)) with any North
Korean financial institution, except as spe-
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cifically approved by the United Nations Se-
curity Council; or’’; and

(4) in paragraph (15), as so redesignated, by
striking ‘(9)”’ and inserting ‘‘(14)”.

(b) EXPANSION OF ADDITIONAL DISCRE-
TIONARY DESIGNATIONS.—Section 104(b)(1) of
the North Korea Sanctions and Policy En-
hancement Act of 2016 (22 U.S.C. 9214(b)(1)) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pur-
suant to an applicable United Nations Secu-
rity Council resolution;”’ and inserting the
following: ‘“‘pursuant to—

‘‘(i) an applicable United Nations Security
Council resolution;

‘(ii) any regulation promulgated under
section 404; or

‘‘(iii) any applicable Executive order;’’;

(2) in subparagraph (B)(iii), by striking
“or”” at the end;

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon;
and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

‘(D) knowingly, directly or indirectly, pur-
chased or otherwise acquired from the Gov-
ernment of North Korea significant quan-
tities of coal, iron, or iron ore, in excess of
the limitations provided in applicable United
Nations Security Council resolutions;

‘“(E) knowingly, directly or indirectly, pur-
chased or otherwise acquired significant
types or amounts of textiles from the Gov-
ernment of North Korea;

“(F) knowingly facilitated a significant
transfer of funds or property of the Govern-
ment of North Korea that materially con-
tributes to any violation of an applicable
United National Security Council resolution;

“(G) knowingly, directly or indirectly, fa-
cilitated a significant transfer to or from the
Government of North Korea of bulk cash,
precious metals, gemstones, or other stores
of value not described under subsection
(a)(10);

‘““(H) knowingly, directly or indirectly,
sold, transferred, or otherwise provided sig-
nificant amounts of crude oil, condensates,
refined petroleum, other types of petroleum
or petroleum byproducts, liquified natural
gas, or other natural gas resources to the
Government of North Korea (except for
heavy fuel oil, gasoline, or diesel fuel for hu-
manitarian use or as excepted under sub-
section (a)(11));

“(I) knowingly, directly or indirectly, en-
gaged in, facilitated, or was responsible for
the online commercial activities of the Gov-
ernment of North Korea, including online
gambling;

“(J) knowingly, directly or indirectly, pur-
chased or otherwise acquired fishing rights
from the Government of North Korea;

“(K) knowingly, directly or indirectly, pro-
vided significant telephonic, telegraphic,
telecommunications or other data services,
in whole or in part, into or out of North
Korea, in excess of services needed for hu-
manitarian or diplomatic purposes (other
than services that are excepted under section
203(b)(1) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act (60 U.S.C. 1702(b)(1)));

‘(L) knowingly, directly or indirectly, pur-
chased or otherwise acquired significant
types or amounts of food or agricultural
products from the Government of North
Korea;

‘(M) knowingly, directly or indirectly, en-
gaged in, facilitated, or was responsible for
the exportation of workers from North Korea
in a manner intended to generate significant
revenue, directly or indirectly, for use by the
Government of North Korea or by the Work-
ers’ Party of Korea;

“(N) knowingly conducted a significant
transaction or transactions in North Korea